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Also, petition of W. J. Groner, asking for improvement of Elizabeth
River, Vixg!ma-—to the Committee on Rmem and Harbors.

By Mr. LONG: Petition of Assembly No. 845, Knights of Labor, 'Wey—
mouth, Mass., mmppoﬂofﬂmhlllﬂli,ﬂ)rmtoﬂngmgu
Government Printing Office—to the Committee on Labor.

By Mr. LOUTTIT: Petition of Samuel Mays, of Sutter County, Cal-
ifornia, asking that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims—
to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition of citizens of Council Blufls, Towa, asking
an increase in the salaries of United States district judges—to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Joseph C. Hill, late major of the
Sixth Indianas Volunteers, for arrears of pay—to the Committee on
War Claims.

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of Elijah Knight and 99 others, citizens of
Monroe County, Iowa, for additional pension legislation—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MERRIMAN: Petition of Fanny Levy, administratrix of
the estate of Capt. Jonas P. Levy, of New York, ‘that the elaim for
money due the said estate by Mexico be adjusted and paid—to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs,

By Mr. MOFFATT: Petition of George E. Steele and others, and of
Chris. B. Kebl and others, for hic communication be-
tween North and South Manitou Islands, in Michigan, and the
mainland—to the Committee on Commerce.

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of Robert W. administrator of
Maria W. Beruggs, deceased, of Panola County, Mississippi, asking ref-
erence of claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War
Claims.

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of the members of the Camberland Presby-
terian church at Calhoun, Tenn., for pay for their church building,
taken down and used by the United States Army—to the same com-
mittee.

" By Mr. NELSON: Petition of L. D. Hendry and many others against
the increase of postage on fourth-class matter—to the Committee on the
Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, petition and papers in the case of Samuel J. Brown—to the
Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. OATES: Petition of 105 citizens of Bullock County, Ala-
bama, for the relief of third and fourth class postmasters—to the Com-
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. O’DONNELL: Petition of 1,287 citizens of the Disirict of
Columbia, for the enactment of a law requiring scientific temperance in-
struction in the public schools of said District—to the Committee on
Edueation.

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of 315 representative citizens of Cayuga,
Wayne, and Oswego Counties, N. Y., for scientific fem instrae-
tion in all schools under control of the Federal Government—to the
same committee.

By Mr. PEEL: Papers relating to the claim of Absalom H. Alfney,
of Benton County, and of William M. Noe, of Marion County, Arkan-
sas—to the Committee on War Claims,

By Mr. RIGGS: Resolutions of a meeting of citizens of Scott County,
Illinois, relative to the coinage of money, &ec.—to the Committee on
Coinage, Weights, and Measures,

By Mr. ROWELL: Memorials of Assembly 2435, Knights of Labor,
Decatur; of Assembly 4146, Knights of Labor, Lmeo].n- and of Amem
bly 4900 Knights of Lnbor, of Macon, I1l., in 'favor of pubhc improve-
ments—to the Committee on Railways and Canals.

By Mr. SAWYER: Petition of 511 representative citizens of Orleans
and Livingston Counties, New York, for scientific temperance instruc-
tion in all schools under control of the Federal Government—to the
Committee on Education.

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of pearl-button makers’ conventio:
ing for protection against tariff reduction—to the Committee on
and Means.

By Mr. SINGLETON: Papers relating to the claim of John Sim-
mons, of Yazoo County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. SKINNER: Petition of A. H. Chadwick and 300 fishermen,
of North Carolina, asking that any bill restricting the fishing for men-
haden on the Atlantic coast may not pass—to the Committee on Com-
merce,

Also, evidence in the claim of H. W. Styron—to the Committee on
War Claims,

By Mr. SMALLS: Petition of citizens of Georgetown County, Bouth
Carolina, praying for relief—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. SPRINGER: Memorial of General James 8. Brisbin, United
States Army, for the passage of House bill No. 286 to facilitate promo-
tions, and retire from active service, upon their own application, officers
of the Army who served during the late war as general officers of vol-
unteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Memorial from H. C. Schmidt for
removing obstruction to navigation at the mouth of the Brazos River,
Texns—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. SYMES: Memorial of the General Assembly of Colorado, re-
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questing appropriations for agricultural colleges—to the Committee on
Eduecation.

By J. M. TAYLOR: Papers mlah:f to the claim of David Rice, of
e | Jackson County, and of John B. Bell, of Henderson County, Tennessee —
to the Committee on War Claims,

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Papers relating(to the claim of Amanda T.
Waller, of Fayette County, Tennessee—to the same committee.

By Mr. J. R. THOMAS: Papers relating to theclaim of Hugh Worth-
n—to the same committee.

y Mr. THROCKMORTON: Petition from 252 citizens of Bowie,
Montague County, Texas, praying a sufficient a; iation to secure
tIIIeep b;vat.er at Sabine Pass, Taxﬂ.s—-fn the Committee on Rivers and

ar

By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of H. T. Hartman for extension of pat-
ent right—to the Committee on Patents.

By Mr. WAKEFIELD: Petition of 248 representative citizens of
Fairbanlt, Jackson, and Waseca Counties, Minnesota, for scientific tem-
perance instruction in all schools under control of the Federal Govern-
ment—to the Committee on Education.

By Mr. A. J. WEAVER: Petition of citizens of Omaha, Nebr., ask-
ing for the appointment of a commission to negotiate with Canada com-
El.jmion on the fisheries question—to the Committee on Foreign Af-

T8,

By Mr. WELLBORN: Memorial of J. L. Taylor, of the Cherokee
Nation, against H. R. 584—to the Committee on the Territories.

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Mrs. N. V. Hewlett, asking that her
war claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War

By Mr. WILSON: Petition of Solomon Strobe, of Nimrod Strobe, of
Wilber F. Dyer, of Milton Taylor, administrator of Henry Strobe; of
Wilbur F, Dyer, of Mrs. Street and of Jacob J. Hyne, of
Grant County; of John G. Harvey, of Angus M. Wood, of James Kuy-
kendall, of E. W. McNeill and 8. R. McNeill, administmtom of A. M.
and J. W. Inskeep, and of James 8. Whiting, of Hardy, W. Va.; and
of Isaac Hutton, of Nevada, Vernon County, Missouri, praying that
their several war claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the same
committee.

By Mr. WINANB: Petition of citizens of Clinton County, Michigan,
for a pension for Mrs. Margaret Vance, widow of Edward 5. Vance,
late a private of Company E, One hundred and twenty-third Regiment,
New York Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

in,

The following petitiong, praying Co to place the coinage of silver
upon an equality with gold; that there be issned coin certificates of one,
two, and five dollars, the same being made legal tender; that one and
two dollar legal-tender notes be issned, and that the public debt be paid
as rapidly as possible by applying for this purpose the idle surplus now

in the Treasury, were presented and severally referred to the Commit-
tee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures:

By Mr. J. T. JOHNSTON: Of citizens of Fountain County, Indiana.
coBy Mr. LAND]‘.‘S Of J. R. Parks and 32 others, citizens of Wayne

Mty|
K:Sy Mr. PRICE Of C. P. Johnson and 51 others, citizens of Panoma,

ns.

SENATE.
THURSDAY, February 25, 1886.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D.
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.

REDEMPTION OF UNITED STATES NOTES.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senatea communiecation
from the Secretary of the Treasury, which was read.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This communication, with the ac-
companying table, will be printed, and, the table being very hrief, will
be printed also in the RECORD with the communication, if there be no
ohjection.

The communication, with the accompanying table, was referred to
the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

TreEASURY DEPARTMEST, February 24, 1886,

Sm: I have the honor to Mknowledge the receipt of Senat: lation of the
lmhh:.u.nnt, “That the Secretary of the Trm.sury is hmbv d:mcted to inform
the Senate the aggregate amount of United States notes 1, a8 required
by the resumption act, so ealled, for and during each ﬁuml ear, beginning July
1, 18?'0. and ending June 30, 1885, and alsoa hke statement for the pm-iod n-

January 1, 1579, and endin, June 30, 1879, and for the period beginning July
1 1885, and ending December 55!z 1885." and to inclose herewith a statement, pre-
par]:ﬁ ;n the office of the Unifed States Treasurer, covering the information
cal or.

Respectfully, yours,

Hon. JOEN SHERMA
President pro tenlpm United States Senate,

D. MANNING, Secretary,
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On motion of Mr. HAWLEY, it was
Ordered, That the papers in the case of James Belger be withdrawn from the
files and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs,
GORDON'S LANDING BREAKWATER.

Mr. EDMUNDS submitted the following resolution; which was con-
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to:

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, directed to report to
the Senate any information in his ion concerning the utility of a break-
water at Gordon's Landing, on Lake Champlain, in Vermont, with an estimate
of the cost of a suitable structure at that place,

GEORGETOWN AQUEDUCT IRIDGE.

Mr. BUTLER submitted the following resolution; which was consid-
ered by nnanimous consent, and agreed to:

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to eause to be made a careful
examination of the Aqueduct Bridgeat Georgetown, and report its present con-
di_l'l:gn, especially as to its safety for ordinary travel when the agueduet is filled
with water,

PLANTS AND SHRUBS FOR PENSION BUILDING.

Mr. BECK. T desire to enteramotion toreconsider the vote whereby
House joint resolution 71 was by the Senate yesterday, it being
a joint resolution authorizing the Superintendent of Public Buildings
and Grounds in the District of Columbia, and directing him as well,
‘‘to supply, and to keep supplied, from the public greenhouses and
nurseries, the vases around the interior court of the Pension building
with plants and shrubs suitable thereto.’’

My object in asking for a reconsideration is to have an explanation from
the Committee on the Library in regard to that resolution. Ihappened
to meet the Superintendent of Public Buildings and Grounds last night,
and speaking about matters altogether disconnected with this measure,
he said to me that we should have to make an appropriation of $1,600
more for him this year; that as soon as the joint resolution had
the other House he had an examination of the vases made, the costand
everything else, and it wonld require $1,600 todoit. He said that he
had made an official statement of that and furnished it to the committee
with a request that they should lay it before the Senate. When they
do lay it before the Senate and explain it perhaps I shall vote for the
joint resolution, but I insist that a committee having that information
as to the cost ought to give it to us, so that we may vote with our eyes
open and not have a controversy in the Committee on Appropriations us
to the propriety of voting money to carry out thelaw. For the purpose
of having that explanation, as I do not see the Senator from New Jersey
[Mr. SEWELL] in hisseat who reported the joint resolutionin the Senate,
all I ask now is to enter the motion to reconsider, and perhaps he will
give the information that will satisfy me.

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Kentucky enters a
motion to reconsider the vote by which the Senate yesterday the
joint resolution (H. Res. 71) authorizing the Superintendent of Pablie
Buildings and Grounds in the District of Columbia to supply plants
and shrubs to fill certain vases in the Pension bunilding.

Mr. MORRILL. I think in relation to this matter there ought to be
further inquiry, to know what kind of plants it is necessary to supply,
whether the Pension building is to be kept as a greenhouse or hot-house,
with sufficient heat there to preserve the plants during the winter sea-
son. I think it would be very difficult to do that, as it would cost a
great deal of money for coal alone to supply the interior of that im-
mense building in order Lo protect the plants.

Mr. BECK. I only desire to say to the Senator from Vermont that
T was advised by the Superintendent that in the present condition of
that building it would be absolutely impossible during the winter sea-
son to comply with the joint resolution unless a fresh supply is fur-
nished after each frost.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The Chair informs the Senator from
Kentucky that it will be necessary to recall the joint resolution from
the House of Representatives, as it has gone to that body.

Mr. BECK. I will make the request, in connection with the motion
to reconsider, that the other House be requested to return the joint
resolution to the Senate.

The PRESIDENT pro {empore.
no objection.

That order will be made if there be

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate:

A bill (H. R. 2889) to annex a portion of the Territory of Idaho to
Washington Territory; and

A bill (H. R. 4833) relating to the taxation of fractional parts of a
gallon of distilled spirits.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar is now in order.

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to ask the Senate to proceed to the considera-
tion of the educational bill at this time in the hope that we may com-
glete action npon it to-day, and I shall ask the Senate to remain even

eyond the ordinary hour of adjournment for that purpose,

XVII—111

The Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], it will be recollected, a
few days ago gave notice that yesterday he wonld desire to occupy the
attention of the Senate in remarks upon the bill touching the Chinese
question. Sickness prevented his being present at that time. Heisin
the Chamber this morning, and was desirous to proceed with his ad-
dress to the Senate at this time, but in conversing with him I find that
his health is still poor, and he is not really in a condition in which he
ought to address the Senate.

The PRESIDENT protempore. It is the duty of the Chair to remind
the Senator from New Hampshire that a motion to proceed to the con-
sideration of the educational bill is not debatable.

Mr. BLAIR. I understand that; but it seemed only just to make
the statement that the Senator from Oregon desires the opportunity of
being heard to-morrow moming after the completion of the morning
business, at the time when the Calendar would naturally be taken up;
and I desire at this time to proceed to the consideration of the educa-
tional bill, and that the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], who
has the floor upon that bill, may proceed with his remarks.

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President— .

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must remind Senators
that the motion is not debatable.

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to ask the Senator from New Hampshire to
withhold his motion for a moment until I can make a statement.

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly.

Mr. PLUMB. I had designed this morning to ask the Senate to take
up the bill (8. 149) forfeiting a part of certain lands granted to the State
of Towa to aid in the construction of railroads in that State, and for
other purposes, which is a very important bill, and for various reasons
it is very desirable that it should be considered at once; but the Sen-
ator from Minnesota [ Mr. McMiLLAN], who is interested in the meas-
ure, is not able, as he states, to take the part in the debate which he
desires to take. On his suggestion I think that I shall not make that
motion to-day, but I wish to say to the Senate that to-morrow, when
the time for the consideration of the Calendar shall have arrived, I
shall move the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the bill.

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to say in this immediate connection that the
Senator from Oregon came to the Chamber hoping to be heard this morn-
ing, althongh really in such a physical condition that he ought not to
be obliged to address the Senate; and he consented to this motion of
mine to take up the educational bill at this time in the hope that he
might address the Senate to-morrow morning in the morning hour. If
he prefers to go on at this time, unless he could have the floor to-mor-
row, I shall not press the educational bill until 2 o’clock.

{ IMr.]DAWES, If the Senator will allow me, before he renews his
motion I wish to make a suggestion.

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will have the pending hill
on the Calendar reported by its title. The matter will then be open to
five minutes’ debate.

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (8. 18) for the relief of Pearson C. Mont-

mery, of Memphis, Tennessee.

Mr. DAWES. I was about to ask a favor of the Senator from New
Hampshire. I have been necessarily absent from the Senate for two
days. When I was last in the Senate the Indian severalty bill was
pending in the morning hour. I think the debate is entirely exhausted
upon it. I wish the Senator would let me try the experiment and see
if it will not go through without further debate before he calls up the
educational bill.

Mr. BLATIR. Thave no objection to withholding my motion for that

urpose.
5 Mr. DAWES. That bill is nearly at the head of the Calendar, and
if there is any extended debate I shall yield to the Senator’s motion.

Mr. BLAIR. I have no objection to that course.

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that the first two cases on
the Calendar, which have gone over in consequence of the absence of
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. PIkE], which are in his charge,
may go over now without prejudice. :

Mr. VOORHEES. Unless we can transact some business on the Cal-
endar I shall have to ohject to postponing it.

Mr. HOAR. This is transacting business on the Calendar.

Mr. VOORHEES, I understand that. My remark was not aimed
at the Senator from Massachusetts, but at the suggestion of the Sena-
tor from New Hampshire.

Mr. HOAR. I wish the Senator would allow this unanimous con-
sent to be given, so as to get those matters out of the way.

Mr. VOU {HEES. Certainly.

Mr. HA RIS and Mr. INGALLS. Unanimous consent to what?

Mr. HC R. I ask unanimous consent that the first two measures
on the Ca idar, which are measures in the charge of the Senator from
New Han shire [Mr. PIKE], may go over without prejudice.

The P1 ISIDENT pro tempore. A single objection is sufficient to
put them vver. The first two cases on the Calendar will go over with-
out prejudice if there be no objection.

Mr, INGALLS. Do Iunderstand the Senator from New Hampshire
'ti?l suggest that the final vote on the educational bill shall be taken to-

y?
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make for themselves honest homes. Give to our people, under such
discretion as the President may exercise, the right to go upon the In-
dian lands and make, side by side of the Indian farm, a farm tilled by
the nggressive and enterprising Anglo-Saxon, and in a little while con-
tact alone will compel these people to accept the civilization that sur-
rounds them on every side.

Isolate them as we have done, and they will continue as they are,
althongh you may establish schools and churches and give them the
missionary effort, and it will take ages under the present system to civ-
ilize and Christianize them. But if you can put them in the midst of
an intelligent community you will have them civilized in a few years.
With white settlers on every alternate section of Indian lands, there
will be a school-house built, with Indian children and white children
together; there will be churches at which there will be an attendance
of Indians and of white people alike. They will readily learn the
tongue of the white race. They will for a while speak their own lan-
guage, but they will readily learn the ways of civilization.

1 have, therefore, with but little hopes that the Senate will make such
an innovation, but for the purpose of insisting and emphasizing as fully
as I eould the absurdity of continuing the old system, introduced this
amendment, and unless it isaccepted by the chairman of the committee
who has this bill in charge I should be pleased to have the vote of the
Senate and see whether the Senate are in favor of the old policy or
whether they are willing, under the discretion that the Chief Executive
may exercise, to start upon & new and what I think is a better plan.

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, if the Senator from Coloradowill modify
his amendment by inserting in the third line of it, after the word *‘ quar-
ter-section,”” these words, ‘‘of lands upon any reservation established
by executive order,” I will aid him in getting it a part of this bill.

I have already said, as the Senator has intimated, that the idea upon
which the amendment is based is I think the true idea. The idea of
as far and as fast as possible putting the Indians among civilized people
and giving them the advantage of the example and the contact and the
assoeintion and every other stimulus connected with civilization prom-
ises better success than any other idea that has obtained in reference to
the Indians; and therefore just so far as it ean be done I am desirous of
co-operating with the Senator in this idea to the extent of its applica-
tion to the reservations established by executive order. It is perfectly
easy, it intrenches upon no right, it disturbs no established and fixed
settlement in the mind of the Indians, no title; but if you applyit to
all the reservations you at once attack vested rights. The treaty res-
ervations and the statute reservations are held by a tiile on the part of
the Indian that it is not right for us to anthorize the Secretary of the
Interior to invade.

And furthermore, all this is an experiment, I am not one of those
who believe that we have at any time invented a new and perfect way
that will solve this question. This only gives promise, and I thinkan
earnest and well-assured promise of working out the problem. Itmay
not work it out as well as we hope it may. Itwill, fam confident, go
a great way in that direction.

The idea which the Senator has suggested in his amendment is one
of the ideas incorporated in this mode of trying to make something of
the Indian, in my opinion a wise one, which onght to be carried as far
as it can. It canbe tried upon the executive-order reservations with-
ont infringing npon any rights, without disturbing any Indian with the
idea that we are trying to get his land away from him. That is the
greatest obstacle in the way of any attempt to make something out of
the Indian at this time, the universal distrust on the part of the In-
dians holding land by treaty and by statute that the United States, in
all its measures, has lurking under them some method by which his
land is to be wrested from him. J

The suggestion of the Senator is that the Secretary of the Interior
can walk upon any Indian reservation held by the solemn title of a
treaty, whether the Indians will or not, and take alternate sections, as
many or as few as he pleases, and put white men rightin among them.
There is a reservation where this can be done, and where, when it is
done, I believe it will be with all the beneficial effects suggested by the
Senator. But there are reservations where it would work great injury,
not only to the specific Indians, but to all attempts to get the Indian so
that he will acceph it, so that he will take from us in the spirit in which
we propose it this beneficent measure of ours. True, it being leit to
the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, he may not think it wise,
and probably will not, to invade snch reservations against the will of
the Indian; but the fact that he has the power, in the hands of the
enemies of this measure would be held up before them as a matter of
alarm, of concern and distrust. Any agent of the Department going
among the Indians clothed with such power, whether he proposed to
exercise it or not—the fact of his merely going there to seeif he conld—
would be considered as the enemy of the Indian and be driven out in
some way or other.

Now I suggest to the Senator to be content with the application of it
to the executive-order reservations, and then I will do what I can to
help him to get it incorporated in the bill; otherwise, and simply for
the reasons I have suggested, I should hope that the Senate would not
adopt the amendment in its broad sense.

Mr. TELLER. I have not any doubt of the right of the Executive
on an executive-order reservation to do the very thing provided for in
this bill; but it is such an innovation upon existing practice and upon
existing ideas that the executive officer who shonld try to do it would
have quite as much courage, I think, as the greatest military leader.

I want to see this principle applied to all reservations becanse the
great mass of Indians are not on executive order reservations; the great
mass of Indians are on reservations established either by treaty or by
act of Congress; and we are not now treating, as we were the otherday,
with the Sioux tribe. This is a general statute upon which the In-
dians do not even have a veto. The eleventh section of this bill has
been stricken out which provided that they might pass upon the ques-
tion whether they would accept it or not. We are now making a gen-
eral law for the government of all the Indians in the United States,
and I think it is an appropriate time to annoance to the world that we
have departed from the old and obsolete idea that civilization was not
as good as savagery, that Christianity can not come in contact with
heathenism without the heathen suffering,

If the honorable Senator is tenacions and is afraid that the President
of the United States will ever invade their reservation and take their
lands without their being compensated, I am willing that he shall
amend my amendment by putting in words which will require the
compensation to be made before the land is taken. I am willing to
add:

Before such settlement shall be made compensation shall be provided for.

1 do not desire by legislation to deprive the Indians of any property
rights they may have. I only want to put it in the power of the exec-
utive officers of the country to do the most good that can be done to
that unfortunate people. I know that the great hindrance that the
Department to-day finds in dealing with the Indian is that there is not
proper discretion lodged in the hands of the executive branch of the
Government. They have been tied up by legislative rules in such a
way that they may see one part of a tribe have luxurious living while
another starves, without the ability to divert the appropriations from
one to another except to a limited extent; and a rule that the Depart-
ment would be satisfied may work great good it is preclnded from
adopting, because there is no legislative authority extended to it todo so.

Every act of the executive department in its dealing with the Indi-
ans is hedged about by legislative restrictions. Discretion there is
none, and I do not believe there is a department of the Government in
which there is so much restriction and so much hedging about the de-
partment as there is in the Interior Department in dealing with the
Indians. I want to remove some of that; and I want to place proper
power in the hands of the executive officers who are responsible to the
whole people of the United States with reference to this subject.

I know that it has been thought that this subject can not be dealt
with except in the legislative halls, and that it is not safe to intrust it
to what the quickened conscience of the whole people of the United
States demands from every executive officer, exactness in condunet and
rectitnde in purpose when he deals with Indians, which it does not de-
mand in any other department of the Government, There is no dan-
ger that any man who administers the office of Secretary of the Interior
will ever invade the rights of the Indians. He may, and he will if he
is an intelligent man, run counter to the Indian Rights Association, or
the Indian Defense Association, or the people who know nothing of
Indians except as they have learned it throngh Fenimore Cooper’s nov-
els or some authority of that character. There is no such danger.

If the Benator thinks it is necessary to provide compensation before
the lands are taken, I am willing he should offer that amendment, or
if my amendment should be acceptable with that clanse added to it, I
should be glad to make that change myself.

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator does not feel like adopting the amend-
ment I ted, I hope the Senate will vote down his amendment.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment
proposed by the Senator from Colorado.

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to say a word, more to call the attention of
the Benajor from Colorado than anything else. The proposition that
he presents in this amendment is one that if it were carried into the
statutes would require very great elaboration and detail. Itought to
be the subject of a separate bill. This subject has not been brought to
the attention of the Committee on Indian Affairs, Itis put for the first
time before the Senate, as I understand, by this proposed amendment
late in the consideration of this bill.

Now, there is one feature of this amendment which I wish to call to
the special attention of the Senator from Colorado:

Under such rules and regulations as shall secure to the Indians their allot-
mentsas herein provided for, and a proper enforcement of the intercourse laws,

How would it be possible that the Secretary of the Interior could
provide rules and regulations for the proper enforcement of the inter-
course laws when the whole of the reservations of the Indians were
spotted over with white men who had settled there and had got title
to the property ? ‘‘Alternate sections.”” The Senator says it must be
in alternate sections. I do not know whether the Indians are to take
the odd-numbered or the even-numbered sections, or when the Indian
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has made his location then the alternate section on which an Indianis
located may not be devoted to the homestead of a white man.

The measure which the Senator proposes here must be one of growth.
Of course we know that all this western country at some fature day
must be populated jointly by Indians and white people; but until the
Indians get into condition where they can be protected against the
white men who wonld sell them whisky, sell them powder and shot,
and out-deal them in all their transactions, it is the duty of the Gov-
ernment of the United States to preserve them in some form or other
until they have matured sufficiently to become able to control their
own domestic affairs; I mean their household affairs, and manage their

own property.

I do not know of anything that could be worse to-day than to settle
the Arapaho and Cheyenne and Kiowa and Comanche Indians upon
allotments of land in severalty throughout that broad expanse of the
Indian country; and then to allow white men to go in and take the al-
ternate sections. They are confirmed savages; a great many of them
are almost wholly untutored; they are not fit for civilized society, and
men with nice families and who desire to prosper in the world would not
be very apt to go in there. We should get a ruffian class of population
among those Indians, and we should be in so much trouble with them
that we should not get clear of it in fifty years to come, in my opinion.
I hope the Benator will be content to frame a bill, for which he will re-
ceive support as has been indicated in the Senate from various guar-
ters, moving upon this subject gradually. Let his bill first apply to
those Indian reservations where the Indians have some knowledge of
affairs, and where they are caleunlated in some sense to take care of
themselves. We can provide by law so that the white people can go
and settle among them, and doubtless many of the tribes would wel-
come the white people among them; but to make a broadcast measure
of that kind and to leave it to the discretion of the Secretary of the
Interior to indulge in legislation of the most important character by
the mere adoption of rules and regulations, it seems to me would be a
very unfortunate movement at this time.

1 hope the Senator will not press his amendment.

Mr. TELLER. I wonder the Senator from Alabama overlooked the
fact that the intercourse laws with rare exceptions—and those in the In-
dian Territory—are not Territorial in their character. The intercourse
laws depend upon the relation that the Indian bears to the General Gov-
ernment. If he is a member of a tribe it is as much an offense against
the intercourse laws to sell him ardent spirits in the city of Washington
as it would be on his reservation. Therefore there can be nothing in
that objection, because if every other settler was a white man in a res-
ervation, a sale by a white man or an Indian on the reservation or off
the reservation of intoxicating drinks to an Indian is a violation of the
intercourse laws.

I admit that this is a subject which will require some detail; I un-
derstand that., 'What I complain of is that any law which we might
attempt to pass throngh this body would necessarily require so much
detail that it would be very doubtful whether we should ever get it
passed, and if we did whether with all the wisdom of this body and all
the wisdom that could be thrown upon it by the other House it would
not be found in practical operation that there had been some things
omitted. In my judgment the whole subject can better be remitted to
the executive department of the Government under the general an-
thority of a statute which says you may do this, subject to such condi-
tions as you think will promote the interest and welfare of the Indians.
1 do not suppose any Secretary would think of putting now in the pres-
ent condition of things white people in the Cheyenne territory. That
would be a question of discretion for the executive department of the
Government. I think we maysafely leave all such things to the execu-
tive department, and not attempt to provide in detail for every little
thing that might arise in the carrying out of such a prineiple.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. MAXEY. I call the attention of the chairman of the Commit-
tee on Indian Affairs to section 9. In that section I move %o strike
out, from line 2, the words *‘ reservations of’’ and insert ‘*territory oc-
cupied by;”’ so that the section will read:

8gc. 9. That the provision of this act shall not extend to the territory oceupied
by the Cherokees, Creeks, Choctaws, Chickasaws, Seminoles, apd Osages inthe
Indian Territory, nor to any of the reservations of the Sen Nation of New
York Indians in the State of New York.

Mr. DAWES. That is a verbal correction and it ought to be made.

Mr. MAXEY. I wish to state why I offer the amendment, in order
to put the reason on record.

The word ‘‘ reservations’’ in that connection is a very broad expres-
sion. By striking out the word ‘‘ reservations,’’ which has a fixed idea
of title, and inserting ‘ territory,’’ we reach the object.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The question is on the amendment
of the Senator from Texas.

The amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The word ‘‘ provision,’’ at the be-
ginning of the sentence, will be changed to ‘‘ provisions,”’ if there be
no objection.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ments were concurred in.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the
third time, and passed.
WILBUR F. STEELE.

- T.I;:t:’ﬂRESIDENT pro tempore. The next bill on the Calendar will
e -

The bill (8, 1223) for the relief of Wilbur F. Steele was annonnced
as next in order.

Mr, COCKRELL. Let that be passed over without prejudice.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with-
out prejudice if there be no objection.

ARKANSAS HOT SPRINGS,

The next business on the Calendar was the resolution reported by
Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, February 1, 1886,
relative to bath-house and hot-water privileges on the Government
reservation at Hot Springs, Ark.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The resolution will be read.

The Chief Clerk read the resolution.

The resolution was reported from the Committee on Public Lands
with an amendment, to strike out the words “ until proper legislation
is had with reference thereto’’ and insert ‘‘ until the Forty-ninth Con-
gress shall adjourn without having legislated with reference thereto;’?
s0 as to make the resolution read:

Whereas the leases heretofore made of the bath-house and hot-water privileges
upon the reservation of Government lands at Hot Springs, Ark,, have expired
by limitation of law ; and

‘Whereas the Attorney-General of the United States has given an opinion that
?ueil:ll:gzg may be renewed by the Secretary of the Interior without additional

e it resolved by the Senale of the United States (the House of Represen
ring), That inthe opinion of Con, such leases of bath-house and hot-water
rivileges should not be renewed by the Secretary of the Interior unless the
orty-ninth Congress shall adjourn without having legislated with reference
thereto.
The amendment was agreed to.
The resolution as amended was agreed to.

STATUES TO COLUMBUS, LAFAYETTE, AND JAMES A. GARFIELD.

The joint resolution (8. R. 35) setting apart public reservations for
statues to Columbus, Lafayette, and James A. Garfield was considered
as in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. MORRILL. I believe there will be no objection to the passage
of this joint resolution at the present time.

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment.

Mr. SEWELL. I should like the Senator from Vermont to explain °
the joint resolution. Under the act authorizing the Garfield statue the
commission appointed was authorized to select the ground for its loca-
tion, and they did locate it and they made acontract for the statne, I
am afraid if we change the location it may interfere somewhat with the
contract. I think myself that notwithstanding there are a number of
bills for the location of statues, they ought all to be in charge of the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds so as to secure uniformity
in the selection.

Mr. MORRILL. There will be no sort of difficulty in changing the
location so far as the artist is concerned. I desire to say further, in
relation to the contract of the Secretary of War with the artist, that
it is provided that it shall have only an excavation of 6 feet. That
will be entirely insufficient. The naval monument had to have an ex-
cavation of over 30 feet.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why did he make the contract, then?

Mr. MORRILL. Idonotknow. Under the circumstances it wounld
be well to change the contract, and there is not the slightest doubt of
the willingness of the artist to make the change.

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
and was read the third time.

Mr. CONGER. On the passage of the joint resolution I ask for the
yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken.

Mr. COCKRELL. My colleague [Mr. VEsT] is still detained at
home by serious illness. I am generally paired with the Senator from
Iowa [Mr. Arr1soN]. Did he vote on this question?

Mr. ALLISON. I did not.

Mr. COCKRELIL. On general questions I am paired with the Sen-
tor from Towa, and as he did not vote I believe I will vote * nay.”’

Mr. SEWELL. I ask the Benator from Vermont if he will not agree
to a reconsideration of the vote by which the joint resolution was or-
dered to a third reading for the purpose of amending the resolution so
as to give charge to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.
I think it is proper they should have the selection of all the sites and
not have a separate commission in each case.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Debateisnotinorder. The roll-call must be con-
cluded.

Mr. MILLER, of New York. On political questions Tam paired with
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsox], but I presnme thisis
not considered such, and to make a quornm I will vote *‘ yea.”

tatives concur-
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The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 12; as follows:

YEAS-31.
Beck, Edmunds, McMillan, Sabin,
Berry, Gibson, Mahone. Sewell,
Blmr{bum. Gray, Miller of N. Y. " Spooner,
Blair, Hmn, Mitchell of Oreg., Stanford,
Brown, H n, Morgan, ‘Walthall,
1, Hawley, Morrill, ‘Wilson of Iowa,
Colquitt, Hoar, Payne, ‘Wilson of Md.
wes, Logan, Plumb,
NAYS-12.,
Allison, Conger, Harris, Saulsbury,
Bowen, Dolph, Manderson, Sherman,
Cockrell, Hale, Platt, Teller.
ABSENT—33.
Aldrich, Fair, Kenna, Riddleberger,
Batler, Frye, McPherson, Sa.wyer.
Camden, George, Maxey, g'%
Cameron, Gorman, Miller of Cal., V&n yek,
Chace, Ingalls, Mitehell of Pa.,
Coke, Jackson, Palmer, '\'oorhees.
Cullom, Jones of Arkansas, Pike,
Eustis, Jones of Florida, Pugh,
varts, Jones of Nevada, Ransol

So the joint resolution was passed.
ALBERT H, EMERY.

The bill (8. 929) for the relief of Albert H. Emery was announced as
next in order.

Mr. EDMUNDS. That will have to go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill, being objected to, will be

OVEer.

Mr. HOAR. I hope it will be passed over without prejudice.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have no objection to that; but it is one of the
matters that will have tobe debated. I do not nhjecﬁ toits keeping its
place.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The bill will be pasaedover inform-
ally, retaining its place on the Calendar.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its
Clerk, annotwced that the House had passed a joint resolution (H. Res.
124)to t 81,000 copies of the enlogies on Thomas A. Hendricks, late
Vice-Pres&dent of the United States; in which it requested the concur-
rence of the Senate.
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

The message alsoannounced that the Speaker of the House had signed
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the
President pro tempore:

A bill (8. 150) to quiet title to settlers on the Des Moines River
lands, in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes;

A bill (H. R. 3827] to remove the political disabilities of Thomas L.
Rosser, of Vi

A bill (H. R. 3848) to remove the disabilities of Alexander P, Stew-
art, of La Fayette County, Mississippi; and

A bill (H. R. 4409) to remove the disabilities of Edward G. W. But-
ler, of Missouri.

ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE NAVY,

The bill (8. 1302) anthorizing the appointment of an assistant Sec-
retary of the Navy, and fixing the salary for the same, and for other
pu was announced as next in order.

r. PLUMB. I object to the consideration of that.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The bill, being objected to, goes over
under the rule.

CRIMES BY INDIANS.

The bill (8. 1100) to amend the ninth section of an act entitled ‘“An
act makmg appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of
the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with va-
rious Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1886, and for other

7 approved March 3, 1885, was considered as in Committee of
tha Whole. It proposes to amend the section named so as to read:

S8Ec, 9. That immediately upon and after the date of the of this act
all Indians uommittil;? against the person or property of another Indian or other
person any of the following crimes, namely, murder, mmalau%::.e;ir. rape, as-
saull. with intemt to kill, arson, burg] ,or larcen tory of the

States, and either within or without an quiﬂn maur\'ation. shall be sub-

{ themfor to the laws of such Territory relating to said erimes, and shall be
ried therefor in the same courts and in the same manner, and shall be subject
to the same penalties, as are all other charged with the commission of
said erimes respecliveslg and the sai oou am hereby given jurisdiction in
all such hat in all cases where any of sal esshall be com-
mitted against the rsou or property of another Indian the judge of the court
before which such Indian may be tried shall certify to the Attorney-General of
the United States the cost of the apprehension and trial of such Indian, and the
Attorney-General canse the same to be reimbu wumTerri.tory. orany
county thereof, incurringthe same, out of funds that may be available or appro-
priated for tha wldedfuﬂhrr That the cost of the support and
maintenance of ndmns uonvl of any of said crimes against the person or
;grty of another Indian, and sentenced to imprisonment, shall be borne by
the United States. And all Indians committin any of the above mmeaagi:ﬂ.
the person or perty of another Indian or otge n within the boundaries
of any State of the United States and within the ts of any Indian reserva~
tion, or within I.he limits o‘i_':‘nny‘)orﬁm of Lhe Indian 'I\erritorymdnotsetmrt

for and taw, , or Seminole
Indian tribes, ghall

Creek, Ch
subject to the same lswn. tried ml.heanme ‘courts and in

the same and be subject to the snme penalties as are all other persons
committing any of the above crimes within the exclusive Jjurisdiction of the
United States,

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the chairman of the Commit-
tee on Indian Affairs to explain this matter; and we can see what the
law was before.

Mr. DAWES. Inthe last Congress in an appropriation bill was in-
serted a provision making Indians who commit offenses against Indians
upon reservations and outside the reservations amenable to the crim-
inal laws of the country as to certain crimes specified, the same crimes
which are specified in this bill, In putting it into practical operation
it has been found to work in this way, that the Indians upon reserva-
tions are taken to a court in some county that has no Indian reserva-
tion in it, and the costs of the trial all fall upon that county. Notonly
is the burden a great deal, but the public sentiment in the county
against the prosecution comes from that source to be so great that it

yzes the law.

The Interior Department had its attention called to this as well as the
Indian Committee, and at the suggestion of some members of the com-
mittee the law officers of the Government prepared this bill which
merely causes the costs of such prosecutions to be paid on the certificate
of the Attorney-General, out of the Treasury of the United States.
They ecan not be paid out of the treasury of the county where the crime
is committed, because that is an Indian reservation; and they must be
paid out of the taxable property of the poor county that holds the court
unless th id in this way. That is all there is to it.

Mr. ED Nﬁ I should like a minute fo see what the old law is.

Mr. PLATT. Let me inquire whether the effect of this bill is to en-
large the jurisdiction of the Territorial courts?

Mr, DAWES. Notatall. This bill follows the words of the exist-
ing law except as to the question of costs. It would have been proper,
I may add, to have this bill go to the Committee on the Judiciary; but
it was thought, as the Committee on Indian Affairs had knowledge of
the evils, they were so apparent, that the Committee on the Judiciary
would have more tronble in finding out the meaning of the thing than
they would in acquiescing.

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a
third reading, read the third time, and passed.

UMATILLA INDIAN LAXNDS.

The bill (8. 1210) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to make
sale of certain lands of the Umatilla Indian reservation, in Oregon, to
William 8. Byers and others, and to issue patents therefor, was consid-
ered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill proposes to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to have
an amount of land, not to exceed 20 acres, upon the Umatilla Indian
reservation, in Oregon, immediately adjoining on the east a tract of 640
acres set apart as an additional town site for the town of Pendleton by
an act of Congress, approved August 5, 1882, surveyed by the surveyor-
general of Oregon in such shape as will best embrace and secure the mill-
race and water-head of William 8. Byers, Robert G. Thompson, and
Jeremiah Barnhart, as the same is now located and used in connection
with their mill in the town of Pendleton, and, when such survey shall
have been completed, to have the lands included within the limits
thereof appraised by the surveyor-general at their actual value, and
thereupon to have the plat and field-notesof such survey and the amount
of the appraisement of such lands returned to and filed in the office of
the Secretary; and thereupon, and upon the approval thereof by the
Secretary, it shall be lawful for him to make sale of the lands at their
appraised value to Byers, Thompson, and Barnhart; and upon payment
by them in full of the purchase price thereof, together with all costs
and incurred in the premises, the Secretary shall cause a pat-
ent to be issued to them for the lands purchased. The moneys to be
realized from the sale of the lands are to be placed to the credit of the
confederated tribes of the Umatilla, Walla Walla, and Cayuse Indians,
now resident upon the reservation, and be held and managed in like
manner and in connection with similar funds now existing.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there any report about that?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no written report. The
hill is reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs with an amend-
ment. The amendment will be read.

The CureEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the bill:

That this act shall in no way im: or affect any existing right toa
reasonable use of the water of said stream for agricultural purposes, nor shall
confirm or grant any right to use the water thereof in any manner nor to any
:txﬁnt beyond or different from that to which it has been heretofore appropri-

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the bill explained.

Mr. DAWES. There is a town called Pendleton, a very flourishing
town, built just upon the border of this reservation. There isa stream
running by this town which has a water-power upon it. Certain in-
dividuals, of whom the men named in this bill are the assignees who
hold under the original persons, obtained a verbal license from the In-
terior Department to construct a ditch from the falls in that river across
a portlon of the Indian reservation to this town of Pendleton, where

they erected a flouring mill. There was a law passed at the last Con-
gress appointing three commissioners to treat with these Indians, and
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get their title to a portion of this land adjoining Pendleton in order to
enlarge the area of that town. In that bill was a provision substan-
tially like this bill when this proviso is added.

These men lose all the privileges which they obtained by the verbal
license in the ahsence of legislation. They have invested quite a large
capital in this flouring mill, all dependent upon the right to take the
water in this ditch, which they constructed under a verbal license.
That law, by the way, has failed in its operation because the Indians
would not give their consent to the negotiations entered into on the

rt of the Government by the commissioners, so that that law as yet
ﬂa not prevailed, and these persons obtained no portion of the land.
Now this bill is introduced to grant to these persons the land along
this ditch, to appraise its value, and to give a patent for it to these
parties, and the appraised value of it goes into the Treasury for the use
of the Indians. ]

If it were granted withont any condition it would be in the power of
these men to appropriate the entire stream, and it is nnderstood by the
committee that the town of Pendleton is dependent npon this stream
for all its water as well as these people are for their power, and the
Committee on Indian Affairs were of opinion that possibly for irrigat-
ing purposes, agricultural purposes, the right to take water out of this
stream wonld be impaired if this grant were made without condition.
Hence, while they thought it was reasonable and fair that these persons
who had constructed their ditch across the corner of the reservation
under a verbal license from the Interior Department should have a per-
manent right to do it in order that the capital they had invested upon
the strength of this license might not be useless to them, yet that it
was highly im t that the grant should go no futher than the pres-
ent use, and that there should be excepted out of it all other uses to
which the water might be put, so that the town of Pendleton might
not be taxed by these individ They might take all this waterand
the town of Pendleton might be obliged to buy it of them, or agricult-
urists might desire this water for agricultural purposes and be cut off.
It was thought that these men wonld have all that they were justly and
fairly entitled to if the grant extended to their present use of the water.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Inotice that this amendment of the committee, a
very proper one providing for reserving existing rights to a reasonable
use of the water for agricultural purposes as a limitation of the con-
firmation, says from that use ‘‘to which it has been heretofore appro-
priated.” I think the word ‘‘lawfully”’ ought to be inserted before
**appropriated,’’ and I make that motion to amend the amendment of
the committee by inserting the word *‘ lawfully,’’ so that they shall
not get anvihing more than they are now lawfully entitled to.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment
of the Senator from Vermont to the amendment of the Committee on
Indian i

Mr. DAWES. That would raise the question whether this verbal
license to use it to its present extent would be a lawful use.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, it would. If theverbal license given by the
Secretary of the Interior was a piracy upon the rights of these Indians
and therefore affected the value of this land that we are going to take
from them and give to these mill-owners, and it was an illegal and void
license, then they ought not to get anything from the advantage of the
license in respeect to this water which the town wants and which the
Indians want, and therefore to affirm any unlawful use that they are
making of the water—I am noton the subject of the land—would be a
little farther than I wish to go.

Mr. DAWES. These men would find that they had taken nothing
buta paper if this amendment were adopted. I may be mistaken about
it. I shall leave it to the Senator from Oregon.

Mr. DOLPH. I shall oppose this amendment, and desire to present
the facts in this ease; but I see it is 2 o’clock now, and I suppose the
bill will go over in its present shape until to-morrow.

Mr. EDMUNDS. There are two other amendments which I have
written in pencil in the body of the bill that I wish to call the atten-
tion of the Senate to when the matter comes up again.

The PRESIDENT protempore. Thehour of 2 o’clock having arrived,
the unfinished business will be taken up.

HOUSE BILLS REFEERED.

The bill (H. R. 2889) to annex a portion of the Territory of Idaho
to Washington Territory was read twice byits title, and referred to the
cctTh ;tg(o;‘lﬁ-en;m) r:ﬂi‘:fng to the taxation of fractional parts of

e 0 a
gallon of distilled spirits was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Finance.

AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration
of the bill (8. 194) to aid in the establishment and temporary support
of common schools.

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator give way to me for a moment only to
give notice to the Senator from New Hampshire that at the close of the
remarks of theSenator from Mississippi I may feel constrained to move
that the Senate go into executive session to attend to some important
business before the Senate in that way. I wish to give the notice to

the Senator from New Hampshire now who is in charge of this bill.
The business T have in mind will probably take most of the day.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi is en-
titled to the floor,

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, the people of Mississippi, all classes,
have so much interest in this subject that I shall feel constrained to
trespass further upon the attention of the Senate in presenting some
further views in advocacy of the bill.

Yesterday I called theattention of theSenate to the precedents in the
legislation of the country which I thought: justified the constitution-
ality of this measure. One of the precedents to which I alluded wasa
resolution offered by the Senator from Alabama and passed, I think, by
the Senate some years ago donating to the employés of this body a
month’sextrapay. I didnotmention thatforthe purposeof complain-
ing of the action of the Senate, but of calling attention to the fact that
money was being continually appropriated by Congress for purposes out-
side of the specially enumerated powers in the Constitution. I said
then and I say now that there was no justification in the Constitution
for an appropriation by way of gift to the employés of this body other
than such as might come from the words in the Constitution which au-
thorize Congress to levy and collect taxes, &e., to pay the debts and
provide for the common defense and general welfare of the United States,

The Senator from Alabama corrected meas to the purport of the reso-
lution to which I was referring, and said that that resolution applied
only to the employés of the Senate whose pay continued merely durin
the session of the Senate, and he justified this extra pay upon the groun
that it was n to enable these parties tolive during the vacation
of the Senate. T was under the impression then that the Senator from
Alabama was wrong, but I was not sure of it. I have looked into that
matter since, and I have caused a copy of that resolution offered by the
Senator from Alabama to be made, which I will now read to the Senate.
The resolution was offered July 17, 1882, and is found on page 6129 of
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, first session Forty-seventh Congress.
The resolution is in these words:

Resolved, That there shall be allowed and paid to the employés of the Senate
(including the Capitol police) receiving an annual compensation, who were em-
ployed on the 4th day of March, 1881, or on the 15th day of December, 1851, a sum
equal to one month’s pay at the rate annum they were receiving at the dates
epecified herein, and that a sum equal to one month’s pay shall be allowed and
jnid to the session employés of the Senate who shall be so employed at the ad-

ournment of the present session.

Mr. MORGAN. What became of that resolution ?

Mr. GEORGE. I do not remember.

Mr. MORGAN. We very often out of kindness to our friends around
the Capitol introdunce resolutions in order to have them referred to the
proper committee. I do not suppose the Senator thinks I am com-
mitted to every constitutional absurdity that ever was enacted in the
world, as he seems to think he is obliged to be, because at the request
of some friend I offered a resolution in the Senate.

Mr. GEORGE. That is the first time I ever heard it announced that
a Senator had a right to make a ition to violate the Constitution
of the United States out of courtesy for his friends. I had supposed
that the Constitution was equally binding upon us, binding nupon our
conscience, whether we were called upon to act under it in favor of our
friends or in favor of the people at large. And thatremark of the Sen-
ator reminds me of what I had heard before, that in his opposition to
the general-welfare clause of the Constitution allowing appropriations
for the general welfare he was more inclined to seek methods of get-
ting money out of the Treasury when it was simply for the private
welfare of some particular individaals.

Mr. MORGAN. That remark is unjust to me. I do not wish to fol-
low the Senator in his detailed effort to lay before the world what little
of my record he thinks is worthy of examination; doubtlesshe can find
a great many things in it to object to; but in payingthe employésof the
Senate we have an unquestioned right, if we employ a man at $50 a
month and it is not enough, to pay him $100 a month, withont violat-
ing the Constitution or any precendent. And so we have certainly the
right when employés have been bronght here, and especially when the
Senate has changed its politics by the coming in of new members, to
say to these men who have come here, ‘ You have lost your business at
home; you have been put to unnecessary and unexpected expense; and
we think it but justand equitable that we should reward you orcompen-
sate you.'' That isthe first Senator who ever had the capacity of ascer-
taining that there was the slightest hint of unconstitutionality in a pro-
ceeding of that kind. I never heard one before on this floor, as long as
Ihave been here, intimate that there was any restraint upon the power
of the Senate to apply such moneys as the two Houses would vote, out
of its contingent fund or out of any fund under its control, for the pur-
pose of giving to its own officers justand reasonable compensation. The
Senator is weleome to make all he can out of such trash as that which
he may be able to find in my record.

Mr. GEORGE. I am very much obliged to the honorable Senator
for the complimentary manner in which he has alluded to my remarks.
It so happens that when a Senator undertakes to follow the course of
the Senator from Alabama he is compelled by the necessity of the case
to deal with trash, for there is little else in the record of the Senator
except what can be denominated by the word ‘‘trash.”
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The Senator says it is the first time he ever heard it intimated on
this floor that it was a violation of the Constitution to pay the employés
of the Senate an extra compensation—the first time he ever heard it
intimated that such an appropriation was in violation of the Constitu-
tion. He has not heard that to-day. I made no such intimation. I
only said that on the absurd and ridiculous construction of the Consti-
tution which the Senator from Alabama insists upon, tested by that
rule, the appropriation was unconstitutional.

Mr. President, my attention has been called by the Senator from Lou-
isiana [Mr. EusTis] to several other precedents, coming down to the
very present time, which justify the legislation now proposed by this
bill. In looking a$ one of last year’s appropriation bills, framed by a
committee upon which the Senator from Kentucky [Mr BEck] isa
member, I find provisions which can not be justified except upon the
construction of the Constitution insisted upon by the advocates of this
bill. I find:

For the introduction by the United States Fish Commission into and the in-
crease in the waters of the United States of food-fishes and other useful products
of the waters, including lobsters, oysters, and other shell-fish, and for continu-
ing the !nquiry into the 'ﬁnhorles of the United States and their subjects, and for

such 1 and m axpendltums as the Commissioner of Fish and
Fisheries may find ¥ to the prc tion of his work, including salaries
or b tion of all ry amplnyés, $130,000,

I find also an appropriation—

For the preparation and maintenance of fish-ponds in Washington and else-
where, &ec.

I find appropriations also for *‘ Fish Commission buildings, Wood's
Holl, Mass.,”” and for sailing vessels to propagate food-fishes.

I find also an appropriation of $300,000 to aid the State and local
hoards of health in the arrest of epidémicdiseases. Ifind amillion dol-
lars appropriated to take care of the weather—for the Signal Service—
to make reports for the benefit of agriculture and commerce. I should
like to know under what clause of the Constitution these appropriations
were made, unless under the clause on which we rely who advocate this
bill.

But passing now from the precedents and looking somewhat at the
arguments which have been urged for and against the construction of
the Constitution upon which we rely, let me state now that construc-
tion, so that there can be no mistake as to our view with relation to
that matter.

No Benator on this side of the Chamber who advocates this bill in-
sists, so far as I know, that under that clanse of the Constitution which
authorizes Congress to levy taxes to pay the debts, to provide for the
common defense and general welfare of the United States—no Senator
contends that that confers upon Congress a substantive and independ-
ent gwer outside of the powers enumerated in subsequent clauses of

mstitution. Our position is that this clause gives Congress power
to make the appropriation—nothing more. That was the distinction
taken by Mr. Monroe; that was the distinction taken by Mr. Calhoun;
and that is the distinction which has been taken by all the statesmen
who concur in our view of the Constitution. It is unjust to say that
when we make an appropriation, or ask for an appropriation under that
clause of the Constitution, we insist or acknowledge that Congress can
do more than that, and I here distinctly disavow npon my and
upon the partof the friends of this measure on thisside of the mber
that we hold that Congress can do anything more in relation to educa-
tion than make an appropriation in aid of the States. And, sir, that
is the plain meaning of this bill itself. It contained a disclaimer, as it
was introduced by the Committee on Education and Labor, of any as-
sertion of any power on the part of Congress to do anything more than
that. That disclaimer is contained in these words:
Sec, 7. That the design of this act not being to asi-nbl.lsb an mdupcn dent system
of schools, but m.l.'her to aid for the time being inthe de
of the established bg local government and wh:ch must
eventually be wholly maintained by the States and Territories wherein they
exist, it is hereby provided.

Mr. BUTLER. That was struck out.

Mr. GEORGE. Iwas justcoming tothat. Itwasstruck outon the
motion of the Senator who has just interrupted me, and his motion, I be-
lieve, was sustained by every single Senator on this side of the Cham-
ber who opposes the bill,

When we who advocate this bill, when Senators on the other side
who advocate this bill, are willing to put in it a positive disclaimer of
the powers which the Senators on this side who oppose it assert that
the bill implies, we find those very same Senators fearing, as they say
they fear, that the bill will be quoted as a precedent for the power of
Congress to take charge of education in the States, one of them making
a motion and the others voting to sustain that motion to strike that dis-
claimer from the bill. Now, sir, I am not to inquire into the motives
of Senators who cast that vote. They had a right to do it if they saw
proper. They had a right to strike out the clause if they had power
enough to do it. But I say that when this disclaimer was reported in
the bill, a disclaimer of power, the Senators who opposed the bill be-
cause, as they assert, it contained by implication the power thus ex-
Emnsly repudiated, when _they vote fo strike that disclaimer from the

estopped from saying that it implies the power thus disclaimed

and repudiated. We who support the bill, in order to close out forever
any inference that it meant to assert the power on the part of Congress
to interfere with the school system of the States, put that disclaimer in
the bill, and the Senators who oppose the bill on the ground that such
power must be necessarily implied come in and vote to strike ont the
disclaimer.

Mr, MORGAN. I hope the Senator from Mississippi will not con-
sider it an intrusion for me to make a snggestion.

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly nof.

Mr. MORGAN. I voted for that amendment because I wanted to
strip the bill of all unnecessary di The bill without that clanse
did exactly what the bill did with it. So says the Senator. If you
strike it ont, what else does it do? The bill with that stricken out
means that the States are not to receive a subvention under this bill
which they can themselves control, but that the power of Congress at-
tends the appropriation within the State and controls its exercise there.

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, the answer to that is a very plain one.
There was controversy as to what this bill meant. The Senator from
Alabama and those who agree with him on this side of the Chamber
said it meant that the power was asserted by Congress to control and

education in the schools of the States. The Senators on this
side of the Chamber who supported the bill denied that snch impliea-
tion was proper, and we put in the bill a disclaimer of the power which
the Senator says existed or is asserted by the bill.

Mr. BUTLER. Would it interrupt my friend for me to ask him a
question?

Mr. GEORGE. Not at all.

Mr. BUTLER. Ishould like to call his attention to the provision
of the bill which ibes what shall be tanght in the common schools
of the respective States and ask him if in his judgment that does not
assume jurisdiction of the common schools? I also made a motion to
strike that ont, but it was voted down.

Mr. GEORGE. I intended to notice that further on, but I will do
it now. Every bill for the grant to the States of land for schools of the
sixteenth sections has been a grant for the purpose of establishing and
maintaining common schools. What is taught in common schools?
Reading, writing, arithmetie, geography, and speaking the English lan-
guage. That is exactly whata common schoolis. That is what every-
body understands when a common school is established will be taught
in it; and yet this bill merely specifies in plain language the subjects
which are always taught in common schools. Does it make any differ-
ence whether we say that this fund shall go for the purpose of aiding
in the establishment of common schools and in the teaching of such
studies as are usnally taught in them, or whether we specify reading,
writing, arithmetic, geography, and speaking the English language?
What else could be taught in a common school, or rather how could a
common school be established without teaching these things?

Mr. BUTLER. Then I ask what necessity for specifying them?

Mr. GEORGE. That is & mere matter of taste, not a matter of con-
stitutional law. It is a matter of taste whether it be specified or
whether it be left to inference. We are talking now about the Consti-
tution.

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator asserts the constitutional right of Con-

to take charge of common schools.

Mr. GEORGE. XNo more than if it had said youn shall teach in these
schools the studies which are usually taught in common schools.

Mr. BUTLER. Why not say that?

Mr. GEORGE. Can you have a common school without any studies
initatall? How will you establish a common school, I ask the Sen-
ator from South Carolina, without teaching reading, without teaching
writing, withount teaching arithmetic? That would be a very uncom-
mon school, assuggested by the Senator from Indiana [Mr, VOORHEES].
The object of this appropriation is to educate the illiterate, The o
ject of the common school is fo educate the illiterate. 'Wonld the Sen-
ator commence at the other end of the line? Would he introduce into
the common school the study of transcendental metaphysics?

Mr. BUTLER. No, Mr. President, I-will tell you where I would
begin. I would begin and end just exactly where the States of this
Union leave the question. That is where I would begin and end.

Mr. GEORGE. Well, Mr. President, the framers of this measure
and the framers of other measures making donations to the States for
the purpose of education have done it. Here is the agricultural land
grant made in 1862 for agricultural colleges. Nobody ever denied but
that was a constitutional law, and yet that contained an enumeration
of the studies, and among others military tactics, There is nothing
in that idea.

But, Mr. President, I am not going over the argument which I went
over two years ago in favor of the construction of the Constitution that
Congress has the right to make an appropriation, outside of the enumer-
ated clauses in the Constitution, under the general-welfare clause of the
taxing part of the Constitution. That argument has been made and

repeated by the greatest men who havelived in this country. It is un-
necessary for me to repeat it now, but I will answer some objections
which have been urged to it. On a former day during this discnssion
T asserted that this bill contained a mere gift to the States in aid of ed-
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ucation, interrupting the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN].
replied in this way:

And that being true—

_That is, the consent of the donee being required to make a particular
gift—
there is no power in the Constitution of the United States for the United States
Government to send a gift to a State, for there is no power in the Constitution

which hints at the idea that Congress may do something with the consent of the
State which it ean not do without it.

I replied:
Can we make a gift to a foreign state ?

Mr. Morcax. I am speaking about the relations between our States and our
Government.

The debate proceeded:

Mr. GeonrGe. I want to know if Con, ean make a gift to o foreign state, as
was done during the administration of General Washington?

Mr. MorGAN, With due t to the honorable Senator, that is a begging of
the question and a refuge es,

Mr. Georee, If you can make a gift to a foreign state, can you not to your
own?

Mr, MoRrGA¥N, No, sir. If the Senator has not learned enough of horn-book
constitutionsl law to understand the difference between the relations of the
Federal Government to a foreign state and of the Federal Government to the
States of the Federal Union, I shall have to take back what I said a while
about his being a profound constitutional lawyer. [Langhter.] No, sir; :ﬁ:
Senator saw that he was in a hole, and he could not get out of it without taking
refuge in a foreign state, =

I repeat the proposition, it does uire a donor and a consenting donee to
perfect a gift; and inasmuch as there is no hint of power in the Constitution by
wllici: an act of Congress is to become complete by the consent of a State, your
case ne.

Mr. GeEoRGE. Is there any hint in the Constitution that any act of Coaf'mﬁs
shall become complete with the consent of a foreign state or a private individual ?

Mr. MorcAN. 1 have too much respect for the gentl who taught me the
clementary principles of law to answer that question. I really have.

Further on he said:

The Senator from New Hampshire thinks he can give the money to the chil-
dren, Probably he can. He can not give it to the State, because the State can
not consent to accept it, so as to confer on Congress n power it does not possess
to make the gift.

Now I propose to make some remarks upon that proposition in issue
between the Senator from Alabama and myself. He says that Congress
can not make a gift to aState. If so, why not? Congress makes gifts
to everybody else. Congress makes gifts, as the Senator admitted, to
foreign states, makes gifts to individuals, makes gifts to classes, makes
gifts to corporations. Why can not the Congress of the United States
make a gift to a State? Isit beeause the State is incapable of being a
donee? Is it a fact, does the Senator £#om Alabama assert it as a fact,
that a State can not be made a donee, can not accept a gift from any
one? If so, he is in contravention to the legal and constitutional his-
tory of this country.

Then if Congress is competent to make a gift and if the State is com-
petent to accept a gift, what prevents a gift from going from Congress
to the State? Here is a donor with power to give, here is a donee with
power to accept. By what process of reasoning can you prevent a gift
irom going from this donor to this donee?

But the Senator from Alabama did not believe in his own theory on
that subject. I find on page 12 of the twenty-third volume of the
Statutes at Large an act of Co introduced by the Senator from
Alabama, advocated by him, and through his ageney passing the Con-
gress of the United States. That act says:

That 46,080 acres of the publie lands in Alabama are hereby granted to the
State of Alabama in addition to the lands reserved to said State, &e.

Here are lands granted without consideration,

Mr. BUTLER. For what purpose?

Mr. GEORGE. For the use of the University of Alabama. Iam
only quoting it now to show that Congress can make a gift, that a State
can accept a gift, and that Congress can make a gift directly to a State.
There is the answer to the proposition of the Senator from Alabama
denying the power to make such a gift. Here is an act of Congress, in-
troduced by the Senator from Alabama himself, which makes a gift by
Congress to a State. Will the Senator say we can give land and ean
not give money ?

1 propose to read from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD a proposition
made by the Senator from Alabama upon this same suhject. His prop-
osition was this:

1 think that a bill framed upon an idea like this in the first section would be a
bill that would meet with general acceptance on the part of Congress and be
exactly in harmony with the whole course of our legislation since 1799

“That the sum of $550,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended as hereinafter provided,
to aid in the ion of such q tine and health laws of any Stale respect-
ing any vessel arriving in, or bound to, any port or district thereof, or respecting
any person or thing bound to, or arriving in, any place in the United States from
any foreign state or country.”

Mr. HAWLEY. May I ask the Senator a question?

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly.

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask him if this whole matter of jurisdiction over
commerce at large is not a matter of co-operation with the authorities
of the States ?

Mr. GEORGE. That may be to some extent true, but I am quoting
from a Senator who in the very speech from which I read this proposi-
tion denied that concurrent jurisdiction. He said that this whole mat-

He

ter was within the jurisdiction of the States and opposed the measure
as it then stood upon that ground, and offered only to support it upon
the terms which I have just read.

I have no doubt at all—

Said he—
that whenever a great calamity like this visits any part of the United States
whether it visits its people, or whether it visits its property, or animals usefu
for human food or human service, it is entirely within the purview of Congress
to render assistance to the local laws and the local agencies for the purpose of re-
sisting such a calamity,

Here, then, the Senator from Alabama has introduced and secured
the passage of a bill giving land to a State; here is his proposition to
give $650,000 to the States, denying all the time, as we deny, that this
gift, this grant conferred any jurisdiction or power on the agencies of
the Federal Government to interfere with the local concerns of the
States, but simply to act in aid of the States. So, Mr. President, we
have one of the distinguished Senators who oppose this bill on record
here in favor of gifts to the States by Congress to aid the States in the
discharge of their proper constitutional functions.

I pass now to another very important precedent on this subject, in
which nearly all the Senators on this side of the Chamber who oppose
this bill figured tosome extent. There wasintroduced in March, 1879,
by Mr. Burnside, a bill sometimes called the Burnsidebill and sometimes
the Morrill bill. I propose to bring the contents of that bill before the
Senate as a precedent for this bill. I propose to show its history, what
was said and done, how it was explained, how it was amended, what

wers were proposed to be exercised by Congress in passingit, and what
influence those powers were supposed to have upon theStates. The bill,
as I said, was introduced by Mr. Burnside. It was referred to the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor, of which committee my friend from
Texas [ Mr. MAXEY ] was at that time, I believe, a member. They con-
curred in reporting the bill back with some amendments. Let us see
what that bill proposed to do and how that affects the question now be-
fore the Senate.

In the first place, that bill is supposed at times to give the proceeds
of the sale of public lands to education, and yet that is not true. The
bill as introduced probably was different, but as it was amended and
passed it made no such provision. As the bill was introduced it read
in this way:

That the net proceeds of said sales and reocipts for patents shall be set apart
as an educational fund, and shall be invested in the bondsof the United Siates
bearing a rate of interest not less than 4 per cent. per annum, both prlncjpaj
und interest payable in coin.

When it came before this body the above provision was amended so
as to read—

Provided, That the net proceeds of said sales and receipts for patents shall be
set apart as an educational fund, and shall be entered on the books of the Treas-
ury to the credit of the fund, and bearing a rate of interest not less than 4 per
cent. per annum.

There was no appropriation of this fund; not one dollar of it ever
went out of the Treasury or was intended to go out of the Treasury by
the bill. What is meant by setting apart is in fact nothing. There
was no direction that the sum, say of §5,000,000, accruing inany one
year from the sales of the public lands and from fees on patents should
be taken bodily by the Treasurer and put in a particular vault, laid
away securely for the purpose of being used in supporting or aiding in
supporting common schools in the State. The setting apart was sim-
ply this, and nothing more: The dollars, so far as they were affected
by this bill, remained in the Treasury as they came there; they were
like dollars coming ‘from customs, coming from internal-revenue taxes,
coming from any other source by which dollars can get into the Treas-
ury and wholly mixed withand unseparated and undistinguished from
them. They were physically and corporeally not set apart; they were
mingled as a part of the common treasure and common fand in the
Treasury of the United States. All that was done (and I desire to call
the attention of the Senate to that) was that the simple arithmetical
figures ding to the amount of these dollars was directed to be
entered on a book in the Treasury Department, and that on the figures
thus entered the United States were required to pay 4 per cent. interest
to the States.

Mr. MAXEY. Will the Senator allow me to say that I was a mem-
ber of the Committee on Education and Labor at the time that bill was
reported, and if I now remember correctly the Senator from Vermont
[Mr. MorriLL] and Mr. Burnside and myself were a subcommittee.
The receipts of the Patent Office were included in that bill, not one
dollar of which was ever raised from the people of the United States
under the clause of the Constitution ‘‘to lay and collect taxes, duties,
imposts, and excises.”” It is simply the receipt of a certain fee for the
issue of patents over and above the expenses necessary for that issue.
There is to the credit of that fund about $300,000, I think. That was
provided for in that bill because after discharging the duty for which
the money was paid this much was left over and was deposited with
g: ItJinited States like any other deposit. It is not money raised by

ation.
. Mr. GEORGE, I am not making any point now on the fact that the
proceeds of the Patent Office were set apart, but I am making the point
that there was actually no appropriation or transfer at all of either the
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patent fees or the land receipts. The whole thing was only a change in
the system of book-keeping. But tomake this thing perfectly under-
stood, here are, say, $5,000,000 coming into the Treasury from the pro-
ceeds of public lands, That money was not given to the States; it was
not locked up in any particular box or vault for the use of the States; it
was to go, after the passage of the bill, just as it went before, into the
general fund, and was to be paid out of the general fund to general pur-
poses in the ordinary way and in the discharge of the ordinary expenses
of the Government. The money coming from these funds was not in
any way disturbed in the Treasury; it wasneither enlarged nor dimin-
ished, nor was its use in the slightest degree changed. All remained
exactly as before, except an entry on the books of the Treasury. - There
was nothing done or authorized to be done by this bill except to enter
upon the books of the Department the number in figures of the
dollars thus received as a basis upon which a donation was to be made
out of the general Treasury to the States. If $5,000,000 come in dur-
ing the yearfrom this source the dollars are not separated from the other
money or in anywise distingunished from them. The Treasurer enters
according to the bill on the books of the ent$5,000,000
creditor to the educational fund, and upon that 4 per cent. is calculated
and paid to the States under the bill, amounting to $200,000, and that
sum is not paid out of that fund but paid out of the general fund of the
Treasury. In other words, if it be constitutional to pay out the pro-
ceeds of the public lands and the patent fees to the States in aid of edu-
cation and unconstitutional to pay out any other money, then yon have
accomplished nothing by this Burnside bill in the way of making it con-
stitutional. The money paid out under that bill came from all the
funds in the Treasury from whatever source derived. It in fact made
an appropriation for education out of these general funds. If that bill
was constitutional and this unconstitutional, this results not from any
difference in the substance of the two either as to the funds to be paid
outor the ohject of the appropriation, but comes only from the fact that
a certain entry was directed by the Burnside bill to be made on the books
of the Treasury. If the Constitution was saved in the Burnside bill and
destroyed by this, this salvation and destruction came only by a differ-
ence in the mode of book-keeping in the Treasury.

So, Mr. President, if you construe the bill as it really meant, it was
a donation out of the general fund of the Treasury in aid of commeon
schools.

Mr. MAXEY. I should like to say to the Senator from Mississippi
in regard to that bill that he has stated more than is justified by the
facts. We had the entire right to devote the fund there mentioned to
the purpose there provided.

Mr. GEORGE. I was justgoing to read something from the Senator
from Texas whfich I thi?k controverts the idea he now me?;i th.l;;in%
the progress of that bill, which proposed out of the unds o
the T.I?nited States to pay 4 per eeng to the States, the S;‘enl;torﬁom Con-
necticut, Mr. Eaton, said thht the United States could borrow money
at 3 per cent., and that it was wrong that the United States shounld pay
to the States a larger per cent. for money than they could get it in

~market. Mr. Hill, of Georgia, then on this floor, objected to the re-
duction of the interest, admitting, as everybody then did admit, that
the United States could borrow money at 3 per cent. He objected to
it upon the ground that, it being for educational purposes, it was right
that 4 per cent. should be paid, and the Senator from Texas (Mr.
MAXEY), in debating that point, made use of this language:

I am willing to have this rate of interest 4 per cent.,and I would say even more
than that, if need be, becanse—

What? Because the United States ought to pay more interest for
money than it could borrow at; that the 4 per cent. was justly due;
that the rate fixed was too small as compared with the market? No,
but—
beeause it is money wisely and well distributed, for the gr
the education of the people.

Now, I submitit to the honorable Senator from Texas if money could
be borrowed at 3 cent. readily in the market, if that was all any-
body asked, and if Congress gave 1 per cent. more out of the general
tax fands of the country, if it was not making that 1 per cent. a dona-
tion to educational purposes out of the general funds of the United
States raised by taxation? This was December 16, 1880.

Mr. MAXEY. I ask the Senator if the United States had ever bor-
rowed money at 3 per cent. at that time? If so, I do not remember it.

Mr. GEORGE. The reason the Senator gave for not reducing the
interest was not that we could not borrow at that rate. It was even
said by some that it could be borrowed at less. Mr. Hill, of ia,
conceded, if I remember right, that it could be borrowed at less, but
said we ought to pay more; and when the Senator from Texas came to
advocate the 4 per cent. instead of 3, he did not say then, ‘“ We can not
get money for less than 4 per cent.,”” but he said ““no.”” I will read
his very words:

1 am willing to have this rate of interest 4 nt., 3
o Mt B per cent., and I would say even
Five per cent. or 6 per cent.
Mr. MAXEY. We were paying 4 and 5 per cent. for money then.
Mr. GEORGE. But the Senator did not give that reason for it.

£y

t of all purposes,

The Senator gave as a reason for wishing to raise the rate that it wasa
donation for the grandest of all causes, the education of the people.
And now I ask the Senator from Texas or any other strict construction-
ist in the Senate, if you can pay on a fund which belongs to the United
States (because nobody denied that the money belonged to the United
States) an interest greater than the United States can borrow money
for in the markets, for the reasen not that you can not get the money
for less, but that the paying of the excessive rate is for the grandest of
all purposes, the education of the people—I would ask if that is not a
clear donation to the extent of this excess out of the Treasury of money
raised by taxation for the purposes of education? There can be no neg-
ative answer to this.

But, Mr. President, the Senator did not allow his opinion on that
suhject to rest npon that short quotation from his speech which I have
read. He treated, as I do, the fund arising from the proceeds of the
public lands and from patent fees as actually a part of the common treas-
ure of the country, and as much subject to and no more suhbject to the
appropriation of Congress than money raised inany other way. Let us
see what the Senator said upon that point:

Mr. President, as a member of the Committee on Education and Labor I con-
curred with that committee in reporting this bill, and I will say that if I had be-
lieved that there was one word in the bill which would interfere with the re-
served rights of the States, I should never have agreed to its report. I do not
believe ; but I do believe that where the United States of its own volition
grants to the States a certain portion of—

What? Proceeds of the sales of the public lands? Proceeds of any
money in the Treasury arising otherwise than by taxation? No.

Grants to the States a certain portion of the public treasure, in trust for the
use of common schools, &c.

He speaks here of this fund in the Treasury as we who support this
bill do as a part of the common public treasure of the country.

Now let us see what the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoORGAN] said
on this subject. During the progress of the bill the Senator from
Ala in carrying out the straight, strict-construction, State-rights
theory of the Government in preserving the rights of the States with
that sleepless vigilance which he has stated in a speech he made here
a few days ago he always guards the interests of the people, saw proper,
in order to carry out that theory of the Government, to introduce the
following amendment to the Burnside or Morrill bill:

And said last-mentioned act of Congress—

Which was the act making grants of land to the States for agricult-

ural colleges, passed in 1862—
And the said last tioned act of Cong

] Mfr. MORGAN. Thatis not the same act the Senator has been read-
ing irom.

Mr. GEORGE. No, the agricultural college act was passed in 1862,
But you wereamending thisact; you introduced the amendment to the
bill reported by the Committee on Education and Labor and on which
I havebeen commenting, and that amendment amends the agricultural-
college act. I hope you understanditnow. Thiswas theamendment:

And said last-mentioned act of Congress is hereby amended so as to—

What? Authorize? Legalize? No.

So as to require each State and Territory to establish in said colleges schools
for the instruction of females in such b hes of technical education as are
suitable to their sex.

The Senator from Alabama and all the other Senators on this side of
the Chamber who oppose this bill ohject because it is made a condition
of this grant that the ordinary branches always and everywhere tanght
in common schools shall be taught, though leaving it at the option of
the State to accept or reject, yet here the Senator npon a grant already
perfected and vested in the State years and years introduces an
amendment requiring the States to teach certain thingsin their colleges.

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator permit me?

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. :

Mr. MORGAN. We have been discussing this question about the
difference between the power to appropriate money raised by taxation
for public education in the States and the power to apply a trust-fund
realized by the Congress of the United Statesby the sale of lands granted
to it by the States in a way that, I suppose, lawyers who discuss a
question of constitutional law or of trust would understand. Now I
admonish the Senator from Mississippi that he stands before the legal
profession of the United States as one of the ex-judges of the supreme
court of the State of Mississippi.

cliltiéc'l GEORGE. I beg the Senator’s pardon; my attention was di-
v =

Mr. MORGAN. Iwasadmonishingthe Senator from Mississippi that
he stands before the legal profession of the United States as one of the
ex-judges of the Supreme Court of that great State. The Senator, how-
ever, for purposes of his own, undertakes to avoid a judgment that the
bar of the United States is obliged to pronounce against him of insin-
cerity in the methods of his argument in order to try to hoodwink the
people. The Senator knows as well as I do that the bill establishing
the aﬁjﬁcultuml colleges was founded entirely upon the execution of a
trust by the Congress of the United States, which the States themselves
by their various aets of legislation had im as a duty upon Congress
in the grant of the land. My opposition to this bill is that it does not
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resort to a fund of that kind derived from the States, but it resorts only
to the power of taxing the people of the United States in the future to
gain money for the purpose of educating the children of the people in
the different States. I do not know that I can make that distinction
palpable and clear to the people at all; I think I can to millions and
millions of them; but the bar of the United States will never for a mo-
ment be deceived in respect of the fact that the Senator from Mississippi
is arguing npon a proposition which I was debating at the time which
had sole reference to the execntion of a trust by Congress in the admin-
istration of a trust estate conferred upon it by concessions from the States
themselves, and that I had no reference in the world to the taxing power
of Congress either to promote the genernl welfare or anything else.
‘With that explanation the Senator can go on; I dismiss the subject
from my attention.

Mr. GEORGE. A man who talks as much as the Senator from Ala-
bama talks ought to havea very good memory. It just so happens that
in the speech he made on that bill and on the amendment he utterly
ignored the distinction which he now makes. If I understood his ex-
planation just now he advoeated the bill entertaining the opinion that
Congress in the execution of a trust conld give the proceeds of the public
lands to the States for schools. I will show before I get through in the
same speech that the Senator made upon the amendment which he
offered, and which I have read to the Senate, and which was objected
to by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAn] because it was un-
constitutional, that the Senator took no distinction between the power
of Congress to appropriate the proceeds of the public lands and the other
treasure of the United States.

But before I get to that I wanted to say something about the ob-
jections raised against this bill by the Senator from Alabama in the
speech which he made.

Mr. MAXEY. Asthe Senator from Mississippi has referred to what
I said abont public treasure, I desire him to state that in the same

I distinetly said that the public treasure referred to was the
proceeds of the public domain. It was in the same h and applied
to that. That is what I meant by the expression *‘public treasure.”

Mr. GEORGE. It only shows that at that time these gentlemen
were not making the distinction between the proceeds of public lands
and other moneys in the Treasury.

Mr. MORGAN. For the reason, il the Senator will allow me, that
the qnestion was not up.

Mr. GEORGE. IfI may be allowed to proceed a little while I will
getout of this diversion occasioned by theSenator from Texas, and show
that in the same speech the Senator from Alabama made use of similar
language in supportof his amendment. It was objected to that amend-
ment that there was not money enough to carry it out as well as that
it was unconstitutional; and the Senator from Alabama said:

It is very true that under ordinary circumstances the establishment and en-
dowment of schools of techinology requires a good deal of money, requires quite
a variety of professors and instyuctors and tutors in various branches of industry

which our peopleare following in theland, and it is equally true that the amount
of money which is to be r&iseﬁ under this bill is comparatively a small one,

That objection was made that there was not money enough.
how does the Senator answer that?

Some Senators have expressed the hope and the confidence that this fund
will hereafter be added to, I join very heartily in that hope and in that confi-
dence, and that not only this fund will be increased by private contributions,
but that hereafter we shall find other means arising from the general Treasury
of the United States for the purpose of aiding in this very important movement,
1 think one of the most important movements which have ever addressed them-
selves to the civilization of the people of the United States.

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me, I ask him in all can-
dor to state whether in that remark I committed myself to the propo-
sition that taxation was to be resorted to for that purpose? Other means
from the general Treasury of the United States might result from con-
fiscations, from forfeitures and fines; there are a thousand sources of
revenue—we have the Alaska seal and fur fisheries, the amount of
money that is raised by seigniorage upon the coinage of silver dollars—
which are not taxed out of the people at'all, which do not resort to the
the taxing power, which become property in the Treasury of the United
States, and which the Congress of the United States has a right to dis-
pose of as it sees proper. My distinction has been all the time between
the exercise of the taxing power and the right of Congress fo appro-
priate public property for purposes of this kind.

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator has a right to make his own explana-
tion.

Mr. MORGAN. I have done so. That is the trath abont it.

Mr. GEORGE. I have no doubt of that.

The Senator from Alabama said:

I join very heartily in that hope and in that confidence, and that notonly this
fund will be increased by private contributions, but that hereafter we shall find
other means arising from the general Treasury of the United States for the pur-
pose of aiding in this very important movement,

If the Senator bad reference to the Alaska seal fisheries, to the seign-
iorage on the coinage of silver dollars, and the various other subjects
to which he has alluded, it was due I think to the intelligence of the
country for the Senator to havesostated it. I stand upon his langnage

Now

as if is in the Recorp—** the general Treasury of the United States.”
If that does not include all the funds in the Treasury of the United
States I am unable to understand the English language.

But, Mr. President, the Senator by his interruption diverted me from
the point I was on when I read his amendment. It has been objected,
it was ohjected this morning by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr.
BuTLER], it has been objected in debate all the way through, that this
is compulsory upon the States. It was objected by the Benator from
Alabama, and all the others, as I understood their remsrks; it was ob-
jected by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WirLsox] and the Senator
from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], all concurring in the general statement
that if we gave upon condition it was in effect an invasion of the au-
thority of the Btate and in effect comp . That is the objection
éhey make to this bill, that it is an invasion of the aunthority of the

tates.

I read from the Senator from Alabama upon that subject, and I want
to read a little further upon it. I have read his amendment. It was
objected to by the Senator from Massachusetts that it was unconstitu-
tional; that you could not require a State which had already aceepted
a grant made by the Government to do with it otherwise than was ex-
pressed in the grant. We will see what the Senator said upon that
subject. After making an elaborate argument for the purpose of show-
ing the necessity of this kind of eduncation and presenting some very
valuable statistics, the Senator concludes:

The facts stated in the concluding paragraphs of the paper I have presented,
that the numberof persons who attended upon these ures and these instrue-
tions inereased from two hundred so that within the period of less than three
months l.hefﬂl;md gone upto sixth d five hundred and sixty, it seems to me
do not furnish us any reason for despairing of our success if we shall make it
compulsory on the States to adopt a system of this kind.

So there is the amendment of the Senator, and there is his construe-
tionupon it; and yet when in this bill grants of money are simply made
upon a condition that the State must comply with in order to get it,
but is left full liberty to reject, we are charged, and especially by the
Senator from Alabama, with invading the reserved rights of the States.

It seems to me that if compulsion on the States was an objection to
a measure of this sort, it was equally an objection in 1880. Certainly
it is no more unconstitutional now to make an offer to aid the States
and make it compulsory upon them (though that is not the effect of
this bill) than it was in 1880, and yet we find ourselves upon this side
of the Chamber who are advocating this measure charged with violat-
ing the reserved rights of the States because we propose to accept a
gift npon condition without any compulsion at all.

I desire now to read what the Senator from Texas [ Mr. MAXEY] said
on that subject. Here in this bill is a gift. Congress offers it to uson
the conditions named in it. There were conditions in the Burnside
bill almost as strong and as many as in the bill now under considera-
tion by the Senate. There was the condition that reports should be
made, there was the condition that the funds should be fairly and im-
partially divided among all the children of the States, there were all
the conditions substantially that are in this measure. The Senator
from Missouri [Mr. VEST] objected to the bill upon the ground that -
those conditions were in it. 'What did the Senator from Texas say on
that? I will read the same extract I read before and a little further—

I do believe that where the United States of its own volition grants to the
States a certain portion of the publie treasure,in trust for the use of common
schools, the United States have the right to know that the fund is appropriated
in the mode and manner prescribed by the act of Congress; that it is a right
which all trustees always have to see that a trust fund in the direction in
t‘r)]:li:;rl it was designed to go. So far as that is concerned I have nothing further

So these Senators saw no objection to the gift being made upon a con-
dition then.

Now, Mr. President, I desire to say something upon the alleged dif-
ference between the grants of public lands for the use of public schools
and the grants for the same purpose of money raised by taxation orany
other wise in the Treasury. The Senator from Texas [Mr. CokE] and
m argued and debated that question at length some two years ago.
He took the position that as to public lands Congress had an auto-
cratic and unlimited power of disposition, unrestrained by any of the
limitations in the Constitution upon the power of appropriation, and
he maintained the right to donate them to education upon that ground.
The Senator from Alabama seems to be dissatisfied with that ground
and he places it upon another. I do not propose to go over the argu-
ment I had with the Senator from Texas except to say that I insisted
on that occasion, as I insist now, that Congress has no autocratic and
unlimited power over anything, thatall of its powers are in trust, that
all of the property that the Government has is trust property, a trust
underthe Constitution of the United States, that instrument expressing
the nature, extent, and object of the trust. But the Senator from Ala-
bhama discards that ground and insists that there is a trust by contract
in relation to the public lands which enables Congress to make a dis-
position of them for education, and which trust not extending to money
does not enable Congress to make an appropriation of money out of the
Treasury for the same purpose. He read from the grant made by the
State of Georgia and from several other grants, but, as it is unnecessary
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to &ﬂ:mugh all of them, I will notice now the grant from the State
of Georgia, which provided—

That all the lands ceded by this agreement to the United States shall, after
sati the above-mentioned payment of §1,230,000 to the State of Georgia
and the grants recognized by the preceding conditions, be considered as a com-
mon fund for the use and benefit of the United States, Georgia included, and
shall be faithfully disposed of for that purpose, and for no other use or purpose
whatover,

The trust, sir, was simply this, that it should go into the common
Treasury of the United States as a common fund for the benefit of the
United States. If the Senator from Alabama were to undertake to de-
fine the money in the raised by taxation orin any other mode
in which it can be raised for the Treasury he could not more properly
describe it than in the words used in this grant: The grants shall ‘‘be
considered as a common fund for the use and benefit of the United
States, Georgia included.” In accordance with that the proceeds of
the sales of the public lands did go into the common Treasury of the
United States, have been used as a public fund in paying the ordinary
expenses of the Government, used in every way in which any other
fand in the Treasury of the United States is used.

But the Senator says that that created a trust in favor of separate
States of the Union, or, in other words, that the grant was to Congress
as a trustee to hold the fund for the use and benefit of Georgia and
South Carolina and of the other States then including the Union indi-
vidually and separately, and not for their use and benefit as the United
States. If that were true, and I deny it—

Mr. MORGAN. Sodol.

Mr. GEORGE. You deny it?

Mr. MORGAN. Yes.

Mr. GEORGE. I understood that to be your argnment.

Mr. MORGAN. You did not understand me then.

Mr. GEORGE. I did understand it.

Mr. MORGAN. I say you did not understand me.

Mr. GEORGE. Oh, of course the Senator from Alabama has a right
to put his own construction upon his own langnage, but here is his lan-
guage:

On the 24th of April, 1802, Georgia ceded the land included in Mississippi and
Alabama, for a cash payment out of the proceeds of the sales of the lands of
$1,250,000, to the United States upon certain conditions, of which the second are
as follows.

Then he quotes the conditions:

There is certainly enough in each of these cessions to show that the original
States, having outlying lands, gave up a beneficial interest in them to the States
that had no such lands. They declared the b ficial interest to be reserved in
themselves, and they all placed the United States in the attitude of their trustee
and as trustee of the new States to be formed from the ceded territory, to hold
the proceeds in trust for all the States then existing or afterward to be formed
as a common fund.

And in speaking of North Carolina and South Carolina he says:

On the 9th of August, 1787, South Carolina ceded her wild lands " to the United
States of America, for their beneflt, Youth Carolina inclusive,” the words * their
benefit” clearly meaning the separate States. A portion of this cession stretches
across North Alabama,

On the 25th of February,1790, North Carolina, after making certain reserva-
tions, ceded her western possessions, now the State of Tennessee, and then hav-
ing large white settlements, ** unto the United States of Ameriea for the benefit
of said States, North Carolina inclusive,” * said States meaning each and all
the States. In the deed was this condition among others.

So I had good ground for supposing that he meant that it was a gift
for the use of the separate States. I accept his explanation, however,
as he has a right to put a construction upon his own langnage.

Mr. MORGAN. I will restate it if the Senator from Mississippi will
allow me.
Mr. GEORGE. I understand it very well. You can restate it, how-

ever.

Mr. MORGAN. The gift was a gift of lands belonging to the States
to the United States of America for the benefit of each and all of the
States, and it conferred npon each State the right to receive back from
the Government of the United States any donation of this property or
any release of it that the Government of the United States might choose
to make—a power that is not conferred upon the States by any other
condition or elause of the Constitution or any other circumstances. The
States reserved to themselves the right to receive back in such form as
Congress might choose to bestow it a portion of the lands in kind, in
place, or the proceeds of them for any State purpose whatsoever, That

is my position.

Mr. GEORGE. I understand, then, the position of the Senator to
be this—

Mr. MORGAN. T have stated it

Mr. GEORGE. I understand his position to be that it was to go as
a common fund in the Treasury of the United States, but with the re-
served right that Congress might give it to any one of the States in such
proportion as Congress might see proper, and not to go to each one equally
and according to its Federal ratio or right in the Treasury.

You will find in some of these grants that it is expressly stated that
the lands shall goin that way. Ido not believe that I canlay my hand
upon it now; but however that may be, putit upon the language used in
the grant of Georgia, and they are all substantially alike—shall be *‘ con-
sidered as a common fund for the use and benefit of the United States,
Georgia included, and shall be faithfully disposed of for that purpose,

and for no other use or purpose whatever.”” How could that be dis-
posed of as a common fund for the use and benefit of the United States
except by appropriating it out of the Treasury for use in the ordinary
operations of the Government? The United Stateswere a corporation;
they owned property; they had taxation; they had expenses; and how,
I ask, could this fund be used otherwise, if it wasa common fund, than
for the common benefit? It is an assumption not warranted by the
language of the grant or by the practice of the Government under it.

But if the Senator from Alabama is right, which I deny that he is, in
reference to the grant from Georgia and the other States, what becomes
of his doctrine of trust when it is applied to that immense territory
which we aequired from France in Louisiana, from Spain in Florida,
and from Mexico? I read from the treaty by which Louisiana was
ceded to the United States:

The First Consul of the French Republie, desiring to give to the United States
a strong proof of his friendship, doth hereby cede to the said United States in
the name of the French Republie, forever and in full sovereignty, the said terri-
tory, with all its rights and appurtenances, as fully and in the same manner as
they have been uired by the French Republic in virtue of the above-men-
tioned treaty, concluded with his Catholic majesty.

There is no trust there. There is a simple grant to the United States
as a Government; no trust, nonothing except a simple grant to the
United States. When you go to the treaty made with Mexico thereis
even no grantat all; there is just a line run between the United States
and Mexico up the Rio Grande, up the Rio Gila, and then to the Pacific
Ocean, and it is said there that the lands on the north side or the east
side of that line remain to the United States. There is no trust there.
If that is a trust, it isimpossible to make a grant to the United States
which will not be impressed with a trust that it may divide it out
among the States as itsees proper. There is very little land, there was
in 1880 very little land, belonging to the Government of the United
States which did not come under either the Mexican or the French
treaty. From lands thus acquired from France and Mexico nine-tenths
of the proceeds of public lands mentioned in the Burnside bill must
necessarily come. So I take it it can not be made ont that there is any
trust which would authorize Congress to make any disposition of this
property thatit would not be authorized to make of any other property
belonging to the United States.

I spoke in the beg’ aning of my remarks yesterday of the interest
which the colored pet ple of Mississippi had in this bill. I desire now
to say that the white le of Mississippi have also an interest, and
a deep interest in it. | shall not urge the arguments which I think
might properly be urged in their behalf in this matter, because I pre-
fer to read tothe Senate a better ent made in their behalf by the
Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY]. The Senator from Texas, in dis-
cussing the necessity for the passage of the Burnside bill, said:

‘Whether we will or not, the eolored people are to-day citizens. If it be true,
and it is true, that the perpetuity of free government depends upon the virtue
and intelligence of the people,then common sense will tell any man that the
more enlightened, the more virtuous you make those who enter into the body-
politic the more certain you are of the uation of free institutions, These
cnloredgeuple have become by the Constitution and the laws of our country a
E‘aﬁ and parcel of the body-politic. They were but a few years ago slaves,

hey are mainly in the on of the country where Ilive. Itisthe interest of
the Southern people that this colored population should be educated. They are
among us; they are entitled to vote; they are entitled to hold office ; they are
entitled to sit upon juries; they are entitled to be inted executors, admin-
istrators,and g ; they are entitled to any oflicial ?olil.ica.l position that
a white man is entitled to ; and hence it is of the utmost importance to us and
to the perpetuity of our institutions that these people should become educated.
Coming out of the war as they did without property, what they now own they
have had to acquire by their own exertions. ey are necessarily poor. Their
children have to be educated. In the State in which I live by the terms of the
constitution—and similar provisions are in the constitutions of all the SBouthern

States—they are entitled to the same common-school education that the white
child is entitled to.

He proceeded further, after some interruption:

Mr. President, as I stated, these people came out of the war without property,
their children under the constitutions of the Southern States are entitled, like
the white children,to be educated. The burden of educating those children
falls upon the whites, The white men of the South came out of the war de-
prived of their pro ¥. We were impoverished by the war, and what little of
property was left there was left in the hands of the white people, and the bur-
den of eduecating both white and black has devolved upon the white people in
the Southern section of the country.

I read that becanse it expresses my view better than I can expressit

myself.

Mr. MAXEY. I beg to say, if the Senator will permit me, that I
indorse every word of that, and did the other day.

Mr. GEORGE. I am not reading it for the purpose of making the
Senator appear inconsistent, but to support the of the hill.

Mr. MAXEY. I said on that bill that I was in favor of appropriat-
ing the proceeds of the public domain for purposes of education, and I
stated the other day that I would do the same thing. I have not
changed in regard to the matter.

Mr. GEORGE. Thereisanother sentence which I will read, because
it adds force to what the Senator had said and because also it contains
some expressions which were singularly inconsistent, I thought, with
the conduct of the SBenator from Texas a few days ago when if was
charged in debate that it was dishonest for any State to receive money
under this bill because of the unequal distribution of it, seeing that the
distribution under the Burnside bill of the fund for ten years was ex-
actly on the same basis.
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Mr, MAXEY. Have I charged dishonest; inst anybody ?

Mr. GEORGE. No, sir. o i

Mr. MAXEY. Ido not charge dishonesty against anybody about
anything here.

Mr. GEORGE. The distribution under the Burnside bill for the
first ten years was exactly the same as the distribution nunder this bill;
that is, according to the illiteracy of the population of ten years of age
and upward. That bill made this distribution for ten years and this
bill only makesa distribution foreight years. Isay when it was charged
in debate that for a State to receive adistribution under the provisions
of this bill was dishonest the Senator from Texas got up and to my sur-
prise stated that Texas was not for the bill. Premising that much, I
will read the last sentence of the paragraph from which I have been
reading:

These people—
That is, the colored people—

were made citizens by the act of this Federal Government, and it is o matter
of common justice, it is o tter of 1 vy and fair dealing, in my
jor the Federal Government to aid in e

judgmen their education, to aid th
States which are now educating them.

Mr. MAXEY. I said that the other day. Now read that. [Indi-
cating. ]

Mr. GEORGE. I will doso. My attention is called to another por-
tion of the Senator’s which I shall read with t pleasure.

Mr. MAXEY. In what the Senator has read he has not stated and
left entirely unexplained that I used the phrase ‘‘ common treasure.’’
‘What I now ask the Senator from Mississippi to read shows precisely
what I meant by *‘ common treasure.”

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Texas says in another part of his

If it be true that out of the common treasure the vacant public domain belong-
inﬁnm the United States could be given toa particular State or Territory because
it ed tolie within the limits of that State or Territory, I askif that prin-
ciple does not authorize Congress to take the proceeds of vacant public do-
main and distribute them among all the States which constitute the Union for
which we are the trustees? Sir, the constitutional argument falls—falls upon
prineiple as well as upon precedent.

The only point I make is that the Senator, as all of us do who advo-
cate this bill, speaks of all the funds in the public Treasury without
distinction as public treasure. Of course when the Senator made his
argunment at the close of hisspeech he confined it to the bill under con-
sideration to the public lands.

Now, Mr. President, I have said all I intend to say upon this subject.
I have made, I confess, a very desultory and unsatisfactory argument
this morning. I have not felt well, but I felt it to be my duty to say
what I have said in favor of a measure so much demanded by the peo-
ple of my State. I have looked on this measure all along, I wish to
repeat, as a generous offering made by the people of the Northern States
to the people of the Southern States to aid them in working out the
greatest of all problems with which a free people have ever been tasked.
1 shall not try to depict the trouble that we are in. It is sufficient to
say that there is a large mass of uneducated people in the Southern
States belonging to a class whose ancestors for hundreds of years have
been unused and unaccustomed to self-government. I believe myself—
1 might as well say it here—that the capacity of the Anglo-Saxon race
for self-government is in a large degree an inherited aptitunde; I have
no donbt about that. Those people are among us; they are citizens
under the Constitution and laws of our country; they have a right to
participate in the Government; the duty is imposed on them by law
to participate in the Government; they are unfit, ignorant as they are,
to engage in that participation. If the Northern people desire to help
us in this great trouble I am willing to acceptit. I understand this
bill to have been offered to us by the North. I understand from a state-
ment made by the Senator from New Hampshire, who has with such
courage, ability, and patriotic zeal and persistent energy the
bill under all circumstances, that this bill was perfected by a Republi-
can caucus. Iaccept it then, also, as an offer from that caucuns, If the
Republicans of the Senate desire to withdraw that offer, it is in their
power to do so. If they will hold another caucus, if they are dissatis-
fied with the offering which they have made and withdraw the offer,
that ends the measure. The Southern men who favor it can not pass
it; it must fall for the want of support of those who made the offer.

I believe, sir, I have said all I desire to say on this subject.

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I desire at some stage of the debate on
this bill to submit some brief remarks. I presented and had printed
some amendments which I propose to offer at the appropriate time. I
had intended to submit what I desired to say upon the merits of the bill
at the time of offering the amendments, but we have drifted away from
the question before the Senate, which is the motion to adopt the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] to the
amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN],
and have for several days been discussing the merits of the bill, and it
appears as if that course will be continued until the Senate is ready to
vote upon the several pending and proposed amendments and is im-
patient of further discussion. I shall therefore embrace this oppor-
tunity to say what I desire to say upon the merits of the bill as well as
upon the amendments which I propose to offer.

The first amendment intended to be proposed by me is to add to sec-
tion 1 the following additional proviso:

And provided further, That no money appropriated by this act shall be ?.ald to
:t?ii sct:te until three-fourths of all the States have so nccepted the provisions of

The bill now contains, at the close of the first section, the following
provision:

Provided, That no money shall be paid to n State, or any officer thereof, until

the Legislature of the State shall, by bill or rasoluﬁon. accept the provisions of
this act; and such acceptance shall De filed with the Becretary of the Interior.,

The bill as it came from the Senate committee, and the bill which
passed the Senate at the last Congress, did not contain this provision.
I believe it is a meritorious one and should be retained in the bill, but
I think its presence in the bill necessitates the further amendment
which I propose. I do notintend to discuss it at length. I propose to
state to the Senate the reasons why I think it necessary and the object
intended to be accomplished by it, and shall then submit it to the judg-
ment of the Senate.

I start with this affirmative proposition, that no money shall be paid
to any State until its Legislature has by act or resolution accepted the
provisions of this act, from which it isreasonable to infer that itis the
intention that whenever a State has accepted the provisions of this act
it shall receive its allotment under it.

It is well known that there are several of the States whose legisla-
tive assemblies meet but once in two years. It may therefore happen
that nearly two years will elapse after the bill shall become a law be-
fore some of the States will have an opportunity to determine in the
manner in the bill whether they will accept its provisions ox
not. In the mean time one or more States may have accepted the pro-
visions of the bill, and the question will then arise, what course is the
Secretary of the Interior to adopt in the execution of this measure? Is
he to pay to those States which have accepted the provisions of the bill
the proportion which they would receive if all the States had accepted
its provisions, or is he to pay to the one or more States which have ac-
cepted its provisions during the first year the entire appropriation for
that year ?

If he is to pay only the allotment which is due to the States which
accept the provisions of the bill, what is to become of the balance of
the appropriation for that year? Will it lapse into the Treasury and
be lost to those States which have had no opportunity to accept the
provisions of the bill, whose Legislatures have not met, or will such
States, after they have accepted its provisions, receive their allotments
for the first year in addition to their proportions for the second year, or
will they receive their allotments for the first year, and then the next
year receive their proportion for the second year, and so on, the receipt
by such States of their allotments for each year being postponed from
year to year from the fact that they did not accept the provisions of the
bill during the first year? Is it the intention of the Senate that we
shall enter upon this scheme of Federal aid to education in a fragment-
ary manner and before a sufficient number of States have accepted the
provisions of the bill to insure that the scheme can be carried out and
will be snccessful?

These su ions, it appears to me, show the necessity for some rule
fixing the time when this proposed law shall go into effect and when
the Becretary of the Interior, under the authority conferred upon
him, shall proceed to executeit. It would be unjust to the Secretary of
the Interior, or any other executive officer of the Government, to leave
the execution of the law to him under the provisions of the bill as it now
stands; and if any rule is necessary, if we are to preseribe the time when
the money shall be apportioned and paid to the States, what shall be
the rule? Shall we say, and I understand that to be the position of the
chairman of the Committee on Education and Labor, that when a single
State has accepted the provisions of this bill it shall receive its propor-
tion of the money, that we will commence the expenditure of this money
and put the law in operation when a single State has accepted its pro-
visions, or when half a dozen States have accepted its provisions, or
when a majority of the Southern States have accepted its provisions,
or when a majority of all the States, or when three-fourths of all the
States have accepted its provisions, as provided in the amendment pro-
posed by me?

The second amendment which I propose to offer when the proper time
arrives is to add to section 2 the following:
m;[).E'ﬂltil and ineluding the year 1890, and afterward according to the ccensus of

So as to provide that the distribution of the funds appropriated un-
der the provisions of this bill shall be made in accordance with the
census returns of 1880 until a new census is taken, and then the distri-
bution shall be made according to the returns of the new census.

When the censns of 1890 is taken it may be disclosed that the pro-
portion of illiterates between the North and South and between the
several States of the South has changed; and after we have another
census to serve as a basis upon which to make the apportionment it
certainly onght to be made according to the latest census returns.

The latter clause of the second amendment is as follows:

Provided, That the District of Alaska shall be eonsidered a Territory within
the meaning of this act; and the money apportioned to said District shall beex-
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pended anunually, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, in the
manner provided for the expenditure of other appropriations for educational
purposes in said Distriet.

This clause is necessary if Alaska is to be included within the pro-
visions of the bill and to receive her proportion of the benefits of it.
The late Secretary of the Interior, the Senator from Colorado [Mr.
TELLER], says if Alaska is notincluded it ought to be. It is necessary
to provide, I think, by this amendment that it shall be included, be-
cause, as I said on a former ocecasion, the Committee on Territories was
careful to eall the Territory of Alaskaa district in framinga Territorial
government for it. It is known in the statutes creating the Territorial
government as the District of Alaska, but if it is already included, the
amendment which I propose will do no harm. further provision is
necessary in regard to the distribution of the money to be appropriated
to Alaska, because there are no school laws and no general system of
education there. Therefore, the moneyshould be disbursed by the Sec-
retary of the Interior, under whose direction our annual appropriations
for educational purposes in that Territory are applied.

As I shall proceed to show shortly, I think it will be necessary soon
to establish some system of education in Alaska, to regnlate by law the
expenditure of appropriations for educational purposes there, and there-
fore this amendment provides that the money which the Territory
would receive under the bill shall be expended as other and future ap-
propriations for the purpose of education in the Territory are expended,
making a certain rule upon that subject.

‘While upon the question of edncation in Alaska I desire to say a few
words in regard to the necessity of educating the native youth of that
Territory and of providing some system of education there. During
the recess of Congress last year I visited Alaska, partly for purposes of
pleasure and recreation and partly for the purpose of ascertaining the
resources of the Territory and the adaptation of the new government
that was provided by the last Congress for it to meet the needs of its
people. While there I visited two of the industrial schools of the Tér-
ritory, one located at Sitka and the other at Wrangel. While I was
prepared to some extent by my information in regard to the work of
education in industrial Indian schools for what I saw, I was agreea-
bly surprised and much gratified with the character of the educational
work being done in Alaska; and I was greatly impressed with the ne-
cessity of educating the native youth of that Territory, and also with
the obstacles in the way of establishing anything like a uniform system
of education in the Territory.

The appropriations which were made by the last Congress for the
purposes of education in Alaska were so small and di rtioned to
the needs of the Territory, that it was found for the Secretary
of the Interior in expending the appropriation for industrial education,
instead of attempting to build school-houses and establishing new
schools, to apply the money to the schools already in existence there,
which had been established and supported by pnvate contributions
under the su ion of the Board of Missions of the Preshyterian
Church; which he did by making contracts with some of those schools
to take an additional number of pupils at a fixed rate per pupil. Al-
though that was the only thing which it was practicable to do with the
appropriation on account of the character of the country and the ab-
sence of all laws prondmg for a school system and the inadequacy of
the appropriation, there is already complaint that the Government ap-
propriations are being expended for the support of sectarian schools. I,
therefore, think that the time will come before long when the Gov-
ernment will find it necessary to appropriate sufficient sums for ednea-
tion in Alaska, and to bring forward some system of general education
for the Territory and regulate the expenditure of appropriations for ed-
ucational p there by law.

The obstacles in the way of providing a system of education for
Alaska arise from the vast extent of that Territory, being from north
to south 1,200 miles in extent, and from the eastern boundary to the
most western of the Aleutian Islands 2,200 miles, and embracing an
area of 480,000 square miles, and from the fact that there are no roads
in the Temtory and no means of inland transportation or travel, and
will not be for generations. All the facilities for travel and tmnspor—
tation are by Indian canoes and Government vessels, exceptabout once
a month when the ocean steamer from Portland arrives, and then the
steamer only touches at a few of the principal points, and from the
fact also that the native population is scattered all along the coast,
2,500 miles in extent, and along the principal rivers, and even upon the
headwaters of streams in the interior living in small v illages and com-
munities.

There are in Alaska somewhere from 30,000 to 35,000 natives. Of
these abont 10,000 are children of school nge. There are in Southern
Alaska, which consists of a narrow strip bounding British Columbia on
the west, and the Alexandrian Archipelago, consisting of some ten thou-
sand islands, about 7,000 natives, among whom there are about 2,500
children of school age, and about 550 of those are now enjoying school
privileges in schools maintained at the expense of the Government or in
private schools. In Northern Alaska, which contains 23,000 or more
native population, so far as I am mformed there are but two schools,
maintained by the Alaska I'ur Trading Company upon the islands of
Saint Pan! and Saint George.

All of those Indians are self-supporting. They live by fishing and
hunting, the principal industries of the country. They never can be
placed upon reservations; they never can be put under Government sur-~
veillance; they never need be a tax upon the Government except for
education; and from the character of the country, the fact that there are
no roads, and that there are no means of tion in the interior
of the country, it never will be 1141‘.':a=all)le for the United States to keep
them under control by military forces. They now greatly outnumber
the whites in the Territory, and they will do so probably for a genera-
tion. It therefore becomes an imperative necessity to educate and
civilize them, and every dollar which is expended in their education
will save the Government the expenditure of $10 in some other man-
ner if they are not educated.

I met at Wrangel a very intelligent gentleman who has spent many
years in the work of education in Alaska, and who has given the sub-
ject a great deal of study. I availed myself of the opportunity to learn
what I could in regard to the educational wants of the Territory and
as to the manner in which the Government schools should be conducted
and the Government appropriations could be most profitably nded.
I left with him certain points upon which I desired information and
upon which I requested him to write to me after my return. He wrote
me a letter which contains a great deal of valuable information and many
valuable suggestions, stated concisely and well arranged. Although
the letter was not intended for publication, I will submit it as a part
of my remarks and have it appear in the RECORD. I call the attention
ot the chairmen of the Committee on Indian Affairs and the Committee
on Appropriations to the letter, and I hope they will read it. Itisas
follows:

Forr WRANGEL, ALASKA, Oclober 15, 1885,

8in: In answer to your questions on the aubject of education MAhakn. I
would respectfull submll. the following as the views of one who has been
actively engaged in the work of education and civilization in the Territory for
the Iast seven years. What I say must be understood as applying l‘pecil?
Southeastern Alaska, or the Alexandrian Archipelago, the only portion o tha
Territory with which I am familiar,
(o Bl aro-codled Indians, aithough thel appesewee: custome, 1modo of
His, Aiepoaitions, and agras of Afvancn ¥ 1 arts mv'e them to

be of different race from the Indiansof the plalns. and pointto a co Eﬂnﬂ r
recent Asiatic origin. The term Indian, applied to our natives here,

in

'%he natives of this archipelago number about 7

11. I am unable to give the number of children of school age, but would cem-
pute it at about two thousand five hundred.

1IL. There are at present in operation nine schools in the archipelago, classi-
fied as follows:

(@) Mission day schools, three, namely: One at Chileoot Harbor, in the ex-
treme north of the archipelago, taught by Miss Bessie Mathews. The second

at Hoonah, on Cross Sound, and is taught by Rev. J. W. and hi.s
wife. The third is at Lon , in the extreme south of the archipelago, taught
by I-wo half-brce-ds trai; at Fort Wran 1, Mr. Louis Paul and wife.

The of these 15 are all paid directly by the Presbyteriau Board

of Home Missions, and are n.eouuntublc only to it.
(b) Government day schools, four:
1. At Sitka, Miss Powell, teacher,
2 At Juneau, Miss Mnrphy. teacher.
. At Fort “"‘,‘?fe' Miss MeAvoy. teacher.
At Jackson, Miss Gould, teacher.
‘I‘heue schools nre sngcported entirely b
supervision of Rev. Sheldon Jackson,
formerly mission schools, !mt have been hnnde

1he Government, and are under the
nt of education. They were
over to the Government.

{e) Boarding-schools, tw
l The Sitka trnimmﬁachoo! in charge of Professor A.J. Davis, with eight as-
This ted jointly by the Presbyterian Board of Home
Missions and the Government.
2. The Tlinkit training academy, at Fort Wrangel, in ch of Mrs. 8. H.
Young and three assistants. This institution is supported entirely by private
contributions and is under no society or board.

IV. The number of pupils attending these schools I would estimate at five
hundred and fifty.

. The education desirable for these natives is such as will fit them for citi-
xenslnp They are not * treaty Indians.”” They do not live on reservations.
They stand on the same footing in reﬁnnl tothe owning of property and amenity
to law as the whites. They need such an éducation as will enable them to com-
pete sucoemfnl]y with the whites in arts and trades and become something bet-
ter than mere * hewers of wood and drawers of water.”

VI. The plan of education which the Government should adopt is indicated
)a the foregoing. Let common day schools be established in every mnnitler—
able settlement, at least one for each native tribe and one or more in ev
where there are whitea, Let competentteachers be sent to them, schoo!
built, and every effort be made toteach the children totalkand read in Englil!h.

Let no books be printed in the Tlinkit lan , and no work of translation
be done except in the interest of philol The lang
barous people embodies and preserves Ls custonm, superstitio
The ]uug'uage of civilization, subﬂtllute‘l for this, will teach all
toms, and habits of tbou{hl. of the superior race. The sooner the Tlinkit be-
comes a dead language the beiter for this people. Let these schools be open
and free to whites, Russians, half-breeds. and Indians, without distinction.

But industrial education is by far the shortest road to Caucasian eivilization.
The two training-schools already established are sufficient for the wants of
Southeastern Alaska, if properly equipped and managed. I would make the
following suggestions:

Let the Governmentassume the entire control and support of the Sitka school,
purchasing the buildings, if necessary, from the board of missions, that there be
no conflict of interests or authority. Let the pr\esentlrnnuml and teachers be
retained if found competent, and others procured if necessary. Let shops,
under the supervision of trained workmen, be established, and this part of the
school be emphasized. Letthe Yakutat, Chilkhat, Haonuh Auk, oochenov,
and Sitka tribes, occupying the northwestern half of the uchtpelago in-
vited to send their most promising boysand firis to this school, that they may be
fitted to engage in the mﬁlrﬂy developing industries of the archipe]asnaud to
assume the duties of enlightened citizenship.

Let the private training-school at Fort Wrangel be aided to the same extent
and in a similar way. Let it be enrolled as a Government trainin, 100l to
receive its share of the appropriations for industrial schools, Let the present
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t be retained, if found competent; let suitable build be erected
at Wrangel, or on the farm belongin t.o the instﬂ.m.lon let the , cabinet
and carpenter shops, and ting office, already d with a tus and
tools, be provided w ledimm other assistants be proeurod. and the

the idea of its founder more than is now

possible. Let the Bﬂukme Kake, Kooyou, Hanega, Tongass, and Hydah
tnbeaoucupy‘]ngthem imlfof the archipelago be invited to send their
trades of 1n th: 'lhn-tto, bt hi irh“ Gig\l:ﬁnmen}.:xpemm thi.:gw'mdh;ll i
use ry, the g in igent n
the rudiments of an English edueation. s
VI1I. There are obvious ob jons to expending the Gover t approprin-
tions on sectarian schools. following suggest themselves:

1. It tends to excite jealousy between different denominations.

2. It divorces from the schools the sympathy and aid of those interested in
wighlm schools on the one hund,ag::. on the other of those who do not belong

i pr ristinns,

3. Il. is opposed to t]m grinci.plu of entire religious freedom and the complete
separation of church an

Bul. uently the is raised that Gover t

frequm at.ioolsc:?hnn such is not the case, The

mu.!d not possibly be opcm. to that objection. But the Presbyterian Church lma
until this year had the only schools in the archipelago sinee the purchase of
Alaska, with one or two small exceptions, lt has expended tbomumds of dol-
lars upon these schools, and has erected buildi nf“ employed teachers, and
made suecessful efforts to enlighten the people. schools have been free to
all classes, It now has a corps of competent teachers on the grouad, bﬂmzht
from the Eastern States at its expense. To summarily d g;
would be unjust to them and to the chureh and injurious to the aehools.

Let these teachers be retained so far utbey are found upnnmmimtmnw
be competent; but let the Government introduce its own system of text

are used to
pﬂm 1 hnve outlined

be accomplished by it. It will be recollected that when the bill which
passed the Senate at the last Congress was under discussion I offered an
amendment proposing the appointment by the General Government of
a commissioner to take in charge, to a certain extent, in the States
the distribution of the fund p to be appropriated by that bill,
and to see that it was distributed in accordance with the provisions of
the bill; but I never dreamed until recently that the chairman of the
Committee on Education and Labor supposed that the bill was at all
defective in that regard or wonld fail to accomplish the purposes for
whichitwasintended. Iwas, therefore, muchsurprised a week ago last
Monday, when, according to my understanding of’ his language at the
time, and I still think it will bear that eonstruction, he distinctly con-
ceded that the bill would not accomplish the object which I supposed
it was intended to accomplish, when he alluded to the fact that there
were four millions of children of school age in the Southern States
not now enrolled in schools and not now receiving educational ad-
vantages who would not be reached by the appropriations to be made
under the bill and who would not be benefited by it. If the money
appropriated by this bill is not intended to reach that large illiterate
class what in the name of common sense is the bill worth and who
will it reach? 8ir, I have not so understood this measure and have
supposed that the intention of the framers of the bill was that this

records, and reports, and the schools be brought up str!c!.ly to the requirements

of the civil serviee. And hemﬁer let lhesuperin&endlng agent recommend for

pointment the teach ved, without following any denomina-
line, solely on the mu.nd of their qualification as

VIII. The portion of Alaska southeast of Mount Saint Elias is so different in
climate, resources, inhabitants, and general conditions from the rest of the Ter-
ritory, and so isolated from it, that it ought to constitute an educational district
by itself, with its own lynem and ils own superintendent.

IX. The amount ot'nmnay can be economically and profitably expended
in Southeast Alaska I would estimate for the msent ea.r at $20,000 for the day
schools and §15,000 for each of the traini to the train-
ing-schools, let a sum to supply ihem wii‘h suiuhle mildings, sho
and equipments be set aside for this purpose, and then let the ropriation or
the running exp of each school be proportioned to the number of pupils.

X. Asthe various townsand tribes in the archipelago are distant from am:hol.her
and ecommunieation ean be had only by water, and in most cases onl
vate boats or canoes, the Government should procure two sinall steam- unc en
or ya&:hl.s. to be pllwed ab Sil!:a nnd Wmngd reupecdvely, under the control of
the i of the t these These boats should be
used a:ulnah‘ely for the benefit of the sthooln, to be ) of i
between them, to convey supplies, to carry the super lent of ed
his visits to the day uhool.s, md to procure Iiepu’ for the tmining-schools
moostonhmvmehwo d be small, and y are essential to the full suc-
cess of the schools.

XI, In conclusion, allow me to call your attention more

L ‘nn

%articuhﬂy to the

condition and needs of the Tlinkit trainin academy at Fort Wrangel, in charge
of Mrs. Young. It is the only edneational institution in the nrc!ﬁ which
has received no aid from either the Govemment or the board o s, and

ysl it is more h'uly an industrial school and has more to show fm-ilawnrk in
the advancemenst of its pu toward aelf-suppoﬂingehiuns‘hip than any other
school in Alaska. It has from its origin, t years agu been entirely su
ported by private contribntions, obtained in response to the letters and pubﬁ,—
addresses of its founder. rom the first the effort was made to work as rapidly
as possible toward seif-support. A large farm—the only piece of land worthy

of the name in this n, an alluvial mea.dow—waa and the serv-
ices of an experien farmer secured. ngummhnt to fully
The

equip carpenter, cabinet, and shoe shops werﬁ obtained
The Government permitted us to_oecupy the buildings of the garrison.
boys of the carpenter and cabinet shops repaired, altered, and furnished them.
Guns and fishing apparatus were bought, and thus the supply of animal food
obtained, Asone iltem, be boys killed for the use of the in 1884 one
hundred and twenty-onn d.am-. For fruit, the children gathered berries. The
bays of the shoe shop made and mended all the shoes used in the school. The
farm furnished all the potatoes and other vegetables needed. For clothing we de-
pended upon boxes sent by friends. Thus every effort was madeto economize,
and the inmates were t.m;ﬁhuhnt the condition of their remaining in the school
was that they should d they eonld to help themselves and each other, The
Eiorlu did all the se and laundry work and general house-keeping. The
the des the other supplies meutioned. Each pupil was

kept in the day, and engaged in useful and instructive
labor the other half,
Mrs, Youn id three assistants—a matron for the girls, a housekeeper, and
the farmer. rty boys and girls were taken, the most of whom still remain.
But the su inadequate n.nd. unreliable. Some soc under pressure
of the boa lmasions. whk‘.h is naturally desirous of drawing the benevo-
inw il.s withdrew their support. The farm, on
wlﬂch wa baaul our prinei; hc{g:of self-support, failed to realize those hopes,
we were ble to bu team, implements, and stock needed. In-
stead of expandi snd en the work we were com. to retrench.
Most of the larger to work for themselves, and the lady as-

muutwummukeehnrgedlhedny school.

The Government appropriation for industrial schools was all drawn to Sitka.
Last May we sent aT:r:Plemﬁou for the unexpended balance, backed by the
civil officers of the tory, but we were too late.

As our only d.esim isto beneth these promising children, let the Government
fake up this :?' nhopa! farm printing-press, and supplies on hand,
and furnishing such buildings, assista xu\d equlpmentx as shall nulﬂoe to
fully organize and make success{ul tbia hool. Let it b a
Governunent school, subject to all the requlre_mcnhu of the Departmen
tion of the appropriation for the t fiscal (ear should be applied for llm
benefit of l.lusachool and it should receive itsfull share of future appropriations.
The present number ofpuplh is twenty-five. The ad acent tribes would glad]
send their children to this school were aeulargedm uipped, while they wlf
not send to Sitka; and in many respects, notably in the matter of the farm,
Wra{ligc.l has decided advantages over the other town as the seat of such an in-
stitution.

Submiited, very respecifully,
8. HALL YOUI\G,

Mfinister in charge of Presbyterian Mission, Fort Wrangel, Alaska.
Hon, J. N. DoLrH.

I have always had doubts as to whether the provisions of this bill
were sufficient to accomplish the object which I suppose is intended to

y should reach that very class.

Mr. BLAIR rose.

Mr. DOLPH. I will yield.

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator certainly is under a misapprehension as
to my meaning or the construction of what I said. I have stated all
along that, instead of being an enormous eontribution, according to the
necessity the amount we are giving is not by any means an adeguate
remedy to the entire evil or to anything like the extent that school
privileges are already provided for the children of the North. I sayit
will help and help very much, but it is not sufficient to accomplish the
entire purpose, to give the South educational facilities equal to ours,
but it will help in that direction.

AMr. DOLPH. The language of the Senator was read by the junior
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLuMB] the other day. Idid not intend to
read itagnin. I think it has been in part explained away by the Senator
from New Hampshire, but he stated the follow'mg'

It has been stated in the speech of the Senat [Mr. Jacksox]
this afternoon that there are about four million uhlldmu in the Southern Stiates
who are not enrolled at all, who are not attending school at all, and we by this
bill make no pmvision for this vast uncuitivated class who mouw!da the
ent | system, so that Ihen priation isa trivial

ppropriation in cnmpansun with the actual necessit; gx e country, and yet it
ls talked of as & mammoth appropriation, as a great bribe to those who mAy Te-
ceive benefis from it,

I do not eare to put any construction upon that.

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will excuse me. In those same remarks
and at half a dozen other times I have said that if weshould apply the
same amount thatwe give to the existing schools withontany extension
of the enrollment it would only then make the existing schools about six
months in length instead of three, as they now are; but of course the
money will not be so applied. 1t will be applied to the extension of
schools where there are none now, to some degree, and also to an in-
crease in the length of the schools already existing.

Mr. DOLPH. I agree with the Senator from New Hampshire, that
if we are to enter upon this work at all, the amount proposed in this bill
to be appropriated is not only not too large, but it is inadequate to the
work; but thatwas not the point I was addressing myself to. The point
[ was directing the attention of the Senate 1o was that I thought it had
been stated by the Senator from New Hampshire that the money to be
appropriated by this bill would not reach the large class of children in
the South who are not now enrolled in schools. As I said, I have nof
sounderstood the provisions of this bill. In the firstsection, after pro-
viding that §77,000,000 shall be appropriated, and giving the amount
to be appropriated each year, the bill continunes:

‘Which several sums shall be expended to secure the benefits of common-school
education to all the children of the school age mentioned hereafler living in the
United States.

And in the third section it is provided that—

No money shall be paid out under this act to any State or Territory that shall
not have prnvlded by law a system of free common schools forall of its ehildren
of school age, without distinetion of nu'a or color, either in the raising or dis-
tributing of school revenues or in the school facilities afforded.

And in the tenth section it is provided:

That the moneys distributed under the provisions of this nct shall be used only
for common schools, not seclarian in character, in the school districts of the
several States and Terrilories.

I had been led to believe from theseprovisions that it was the inten-
tion of this bill that before the States receive the benefit of it, the
money to be apportioned to them under it, they should provide a sys-
tem of free schools which should reach every portion of their territory
and give every child of school age, white or black, within their bor-
ders an opportunity to acquire an education; but when I turn to the
eleventh section of the bill, which provides what reports shall be made
of the expenditure of the money received by the States and what shall
be done in case there is a failure to observe the provisions of the bill,
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and read it, I conclude that it is susceptible of a construction which
will defeat the intention of its framers, that its provisions are inade-
quate to secure the application of the money to the education of the il-
literate class. I find in the eleventh section that the governor of each
State is required to report to the Secretary of the Interior among other
things—

The number of publie, common, and ind ial schools, thennmber of teach
employed, the total number of children taught during the year, and in what
branches instructed, &e.

But there is no provision in the bill, as I now remember, requiring
that the governor shall report how many school districts there are in
the State; that he shall report whether or not the whole State has been
subdivided into school distriets or other subdivisions for school pur-
poses; that heshall report the number of children in each school dis-
trict, white and black, with the number of children attending school in
each district. He may under the provisions of the bill as it stands
report the number of schools and the number of children, white and
black, attending the schools, and no one can tell, neither the Secretary
of the Interior nor any one else, from the report whether or not the
money has been so distributed as to afford the means of education to all
the children of school age in the State without distinction of color.

I have prepared an amendment to be inserted in section 11, line 12,
after the word *‘also,”” which is as follows:

A statement of the number of school districts in such State or Territory, and
whether any portion of such State or Territory has not been divided into school
districts or other territorial subdivisions for school purposes, and, if so, what

rtion, and the reasons why the same has not been so subdivided ; the num-

of children of school age in each district, and the relative number of white
and colored children in each district,

If the report is required to contain the matters stated in this proposed
amendment, then the Secretary of the Interior will be able to ascertain
whether or not the territory has all been subdivided into school dis-
tricts, whether or not schools have been maintained in all the school
distriets, whether or not the money has been impartially expended as
between the white and colored children in the several school districts;
and from that report he can determine whether or not the provisions of
this bill have been faithfully complied with, and whether or not the
State is entitled to receive the next allotment of money to be appropri-
ated under this bill.

But, sir, when we come to the last clause of section 11, which may
be said to contain the sanction of the bill, that is to say, the only part
of the bill which provides any penalty, if I may use that expression
without offense, for failing to comply with the provisions of the bill, I
find it is provided:

And if any State or Territory shall misapply or allow to he misapplied, orin
any manner appropriated or used other than for the pu herein required,
the funds, or any part thereof, received under the pwvl;fom of thisact—

And now follows another provision— .

or shall fail to comply with the conditions herein prescribed, or to report as
herein provided, through its proper officers, the disposition t‘herenf. and the
other matters herein prescribed to be so reported, such State or Territory shall
forfeit its right to any subsequent apportionment IJY virtue hereof until the full
amount so misapplied, lost, or misappropriated shall have been replaced by such
State or Territory and applied as herein required, and until such report shall
have been made.

I understand the misappropriation here meant o be an entire diver-
sion of a portion of the money to some other purpose than that provided
in the bill; it is provided that if that shall be done and there shall be
a failure to make the report no further apportionment shall be made
to the State; but when the State has replaced the money so misappro-
priated and has made the report, then it shall receive its apportionment.
In other words, the Secretary of the Interior shall cause to be paid over
to the State this fund. But thereis no penalty prescribed for not keep-
ing the other provisions of the act, There is no penalty prescribed if
the money is used for educational purposes and a discrimination is
made between white and eolored children. When the governor of the
State makes a report and any money which has been taken from the
fun% has been restored to it, the next apportionment is to be made to
the State.

I propose to strike ont of this clause the words *‘ or shall fail to comply
with theconditions herein preseribed,’” sothatit will permitthe Secretary
of the Interior to cause to be paid to a State its apportionment under
this act after any money which may have been misappropriated has
been restored and after it shall have made a report; and then I propose
to add a provision for a case where the State shall use these funds con-
trary to the provisions of the act and shall discriminate between white
and black children in the application of the fund to the purposes of ed-
ucation; I propose to add the following:

And if any State or Territory shall have failed, except as permitted by section
ﬁ]lo apply the money expended by it out of the amountapportioned to it under

e provisions of this act, for any one year, to the support of common schools,
free for all its children of school age, without distinction of eolor, and in such a
way as to provide, as near as may be, for the equalization of school privile, to
all the chlll:l ren of the school age prescribed b;{lhe law of such State or Territory,
within such State or Territory, no subsequent allotment shall be made under t!
act until Congress shall so determine. .

I think this is a very necessary provision. My friend from New
Hampshire says that the provision is not necessary, because Congress
must make the appropriation in any case; but there are some able men in

the Senate who believe this bill carries its ownappropriation and makes
a continuing appropriation; and if it does not, and it is necessary for
Congress to make in appropriation bills from year to year an appropri-
ation to carry into effect the provisions of this bill, that appropriation
will be made not later than the 3d of March and probably during the
last days of February at the short sessions, and in other years it will
be made during the last days of June. An appropriation may be made
before areport is made. As the bill nowstands it would authorize a re-
port to bemade atany time, and then the Secretary of the Interior would
be authorized to pay the money which had been appropriated in ad-
vance by Congress to the State. Therefore it seems to me the misap-
propriation of the money, the application of it to the various schools of
the State so as to discriminate between the children of school age in the
State contrary to the provisions of this bill, ought to prevent the State
from receiving any other apportionment until Congress shall so declare,

The amount appropriated by this bill may be, as it is stated by the
chairman of the Committee on Education and Labor, a very inade-
quatesum for the exigencies of the case; but, sir, when we consider that
this $77,000,000 must be raised by taxation in some form from the peo-
ple and upon the industries of this conntry, that its burdens will largely
fall upon the laboring population of the country, upon men who labor
for their daily bread and have children of their own to clothe and sup-
port, this snm assumes importance enongh to require us to place in
this bill sufficient provisions to see that it is applied in the States in
accordance with the intention of the friends of the measure.

I do not intend to discuss these amendments or the bill at length,
and I desire it to be distinctly understood that the amendments are
not proposed out of any hostility to this measure or the people of any
portion of this Union. Iam in sympathy with the object sought to
be accomplished by this bill, so far as I understand it, which is the
education of the illiterate children of school age in the South, who it
is conceded are largely composed of colored children.

I confess that I am not as clear as to the constitutionality of the
measure as I was when it was under discussion at the last Congress; but
if this bill can be put in such a shape as to reasonably assure me that
the money to be appropriated under its provisions will be used in the
manner intended by the friends of the bill and will promote the ohject
sought tobe attained, the education of the eolored children of the South,
and not otherwise, I stand ready to resolve whatever doubts I have as
to the constitutionality of the measure in favor of it. But, sir, as the
money to be appropriated under this bill is to go largely to the South-
ern States, as it is admitted that the necessity which calls for Federal
aid exists in the Southern States alone, as the illiteracy of the colored
people of the South is the excuse for making this large appropriation
from the Federal Treasury, I would mnch prefer to support a bill which
made appropriations to the Southern States only.

I agree with the Senators from Kansas, and with others who have taken
the same view of the matter, that the people of the Northern States
have not demanded this aid, that they do not need it. The money
which they will receive under the provisions of this bill, in my judg-
ment will be an injury to the common school systems of those States.
It will, it is true, relieve the people of those States in some measure
from the burden of taxation for school purposes, but it will teach them
to rely upon the Federal Government for aid, and make them feel more
keenly the burdens of taxation when that is withdrawn, and I fear it
will lessen their estimate of the value and benefit of their cotnmon
school system.

One of the greatest objections to my mind to this bill is, that it makes
an appropriation for the aid of the education of the people of the North
where it is not needed, and where the money will prove an injury to the
existing system of common schools which, supported and controlled by
the States alone, has madesuch unexampled progress, has achieved such
grand results. Ina word, sir, I do not believe that the cause of eduneca-
tion or the general welfare of this country demands that money should
be appropriated out of the Federal Treasury to aid education in the
North, and the fact that it does raises to my mind one of the greatest
constitutional objections to the bill. And, sir, inasmuch as it is admit-
ted that the necessity for this aid is the illiteracy of the colored people
of the South I should much prefer that whatever money is appropriated
for the cause of education in the South should be made directly and ex-
clusively for the education of that race and for the support of colored
schools. The constitutional ohjections which could be made to such a
bill—

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to makeastatment there ?

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly.

Mr. GEORGE. Iunderstand the snggestion of the Senator to be that
it is proposed to make this appropriation directly for the education of
colored illiterates of the South.

Mr. DOLPH. I think so.

Mr. GEORGE. I would suggest this difficnlty to the Senator on
that subject, thal by the constitution of the State of Mississippi and
the other Southern States the school fund is directed to be appro-
priated equally and impartially to the two races without distinction
on that subject, and that by the act of admission or readmission into
the Union of the Southern States the provisions of their constitutions
on this subject are made fundamental conditions, and that the result
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of a law now giving this fund exclusively to the colosed people would
be that the people would be entitled to share equally with the
whites in the State school fand which is insufficient for both races, not
only the school fund that now exists, but any that might be raised, and
then in addition to that they would have tliis Congressional bounty.

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask my friend from Mississippi for info
tion what the state of things is on this point? I understand him to
say that by the law of Mississippi, whether constitution or statute no
matter, there is no diserimination between colored and white children
in respect of receiving the benefit of the school fund.

Mr. GEORGE. None whatever.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, doesthe law of Mississippi provide for sep-
arate white and colored schools, or is the education common?

Mr. GEORGE. It provides for separate schools.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the provision of law which distributes the
fund distribute it to those separate schools as such, or how?

Mr,. GEORGE. The common-school fund is distributed in Mississippi
in about this way: The teachers are paid per capita for the scholars, so
much for each scholar that attends school, and wherever a school ean
be gotten up of sufficient numbers to authorize the employment of a
teacher or a teacher can be gotten at the price per capitaallowed by law,
one is established.

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator, with the permission of my
friend from Oregon—

Mr. DOLPH. I yield with pleasure.

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask how many white schools, in round
numbers, there are in Mississippi or were in the last year, or the year
before that?

Mr. GEORGE. I am very sorry that I am not able to answer that

uestion. Before I came here this winter I procured a statement from
superintendent of education upon that subject, giving the number
of white schools, the number of colored schools, the number of teach-
ers employed in each, and the number of children attending each.
When the discussion arose upon this question I locked for that paper
and I was unable to find it. I have a general knowl though, of
this sort, because I am pretty familiar with the condition of things
there, and I feel anthorized to state that there are as many or more
colored children a the common schools of Mississippi than there
are whites. I feel safe in making that statement.

Mr. EDMUNDS. But I suppose among the children of school age
there must be two or three times as many colored children as white
children in that State.

Mr. GEORGE. Oh, no, not two or three times. There is a major-
ity, about one hundred and seventy-five thousand or one hundred and
eighty thousand majority of colored people in the State of Mississippi
out of a million and a quarter people.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is notall this information tobe found in the pub-
lished reports of the superintendent of edncation or some official of that
State ?

Mr. GEORGE. I presume so. I have not looked that up. I had
that paper, or I thought I had it smong my papers.

. EDMUNDS. About what year were these school laws made in
to the distribution of the funds? Whereabouts in the statutes
of Mississippi can thisinformation be got?

Mr. GEORGE. Inanswertothat I will state thatthe present school
system was inangurated immediately after the adoption of the consti-
tution in 1869, and the laws enacted in Mississippi from 1869 up to 1876
were enacted by Legislatures that were supposed especially to represent
the colored people. I suppose the Senator understands that. They
were Republicans, and a majority of them were elected by the votes of
the colored people. BSince 1876 the majority has been Democratic in
the State Legislature, and I suppose laws have been passed all along
during all these years from 1870 up to the present time.

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask from what the school fund of Missis-
sippi isderived? By direct taxation, or out of a fund, or how?

Mr. GEORGE. The school fund of Mississippi is derived, first, from
all fines and forfeitures for breaches of the criminal laws, the licenses
for retailing vinous and spirituouns liguors, receipts from the redemp-
tion—that is a singular provision of our constitution—from the re-
demption of land when forfeited to the State for non-payment of taxes.
This seems to be the rule on that subject. In Mississippi if taxes are
not paid on a tract of land it is put up by the tax-collector and offered
for sale. If a private individual buys it, he gets title to the land and
the money goes into the treasury. If no private purchaser will bid the
amount of tax due upon the land, then the land is knocked off to the
State; the State becomes the purchaser. Then, say, for two years—I
believe that is the time—the owner has a right to redeem the land.
The redemption money when the land once goes to the State into
the common-school fund, although the tax on that land of itsemould
nothave gone there. I believe those are the general sonrces of the fund.

Mr. EDMUNDS. All this is merely acurrent fund; there is no per-
manent fund ?

Mr. GEORGE. Iam going on now to make a statement. Then
there is local taxation.

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to resume.

Mr. GEORGE. I am very nearly through. My colleague reminds
me of another fund. Under the constitution the Legislature may levy

a poll-tax not exceeding $2 per head. I believe about §1isnow levied,
owing to the difficulty of collecting the larger amount. Of the colored
people not one in ten paid the poll-tax at the higher price, and it is -
now fixed at §1. But by the constitution of the State that poll-tax
goes exclusively to the school fund. In other words, the polls can not
be taxed in Mississippiexcept for school purposes. Then there are local
taxes in the counties levied in the counties for schools in the counties,
and then the State—I desire to call the attention of the Senator from
Vermont to this-—without levying any special school-tax, the Legisla-
ture every year makes an appropriation of one or two hundred thousand
dollars out of the general lgnd raised by the State for school purposes.

I believe I have about answered the question.

Mr. DOLPH. I am not going to occupy many minutes.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not mean to trouble the Senator.

Mr. DOLPH. It isno trouble. I do not see from the statement of
the Senator from Mississippi that there would be any difficulty in ap-
plying this fund as I have . If it is true that the illiteracy
of the colored race is the necessity which calls for Federal aid, and
if it is also true that in Mississippi there are separate schools, schools
for the white and schools for the colored children, I see, I say, no diffi-
culty in applying the fund which is algx.mpriated by the Federal Gov-
ernment to aid the colored schools, and there is no reason why colored
children should not also participate in the funds which are raised by
the State for the purposes of education.

I do not think that there would be any graver constitutional objec-
tions to such a bill than can be urged to this bill. As was said by the
junior SBenator from Kansas [Mr. PLumB], this bill does not proceed
upon the idea of equality between the States. Under its provisions
the Northern States will receive small apportionments out of this
money, and they will contribute large sums to the fund; and the
Southern States will receive correspondingly large sums and con-
tribute correspondingly small sums; so that the bill can not be de-
fended upon the principle of equality; and if equality between the
States is at all necessary in the appropriation of money from the Fed-
eral Treasury for the purpose of education, then this hill is palpably
unconstitutional; and, besides, the same objection could be raised to
every appropriation which we make annually for the support of Indian
schools that could be raised against a bill making appropriations for
colored schools alone.

Bat, sir, I do not believe that equality is necessary. I think the con-
stitutionality of this measure, if affirmed at all, must be affirmed on
other principles. The people of this country, North and South, are one
people with equal rights and privileges gnaranteed by one Constitution
and regulated by general laws prescribing equal obligations and duo-
ties. Within the limits of the Federal Constitution this nation is a
unit, and Congress in its benefactions and in the exercise of its powers
should know no section of this country. The common defense and the
general welfare are intrusted to Congress, and it should be a matter of
constant solicitude how they can best be promoted. A dangerin New
York or in Oregon or in Mississippi orin Alabama which threatens the
political fabric is a national danger, whether that danger arises from the
fact that a considerable portion of the citizens of those States intrusted
with the ballot are illiterate or from force or fraud which prevents an
intelligent and free and full expression of the will of the majority at
the polls; and when such a danger existsit is the duty of the General
Government, through its legislative department, to remove the danger
by appropriate legislation.

The fathers of the Republic believed that the prosperity and hapgi-
ness of the people and the perpetuity of republican institutions de-
pended upon the intelligence and virtue of the people and their belief
hasbecome erystallized into an axiom in our politics. A large amount
of illiteracy in any governmentis a menace to it. The remedy for such
an evil, the defense against such a danger, is to educate. As was said
by the senior Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] the other day the
garamount duty of educating the illiterates in any State lies with the

tate itself; and it is as much the duty of Mississippi and Alabama
and Georgia to educate their illiterate citizens as it is of all the other
States of the Union. But when for any cause an illiterate population
in any State can not be educated, and when in the opinion of Congress
the illiteracy exists to such an extent as to imperil the prosperity of
the people and the perpetuity of the Government, I believe it to be
the duty of Congress, legisla for the common defense and the gen-
eral welfare, to eradicate the evil and to defend against the danger.

It will be seen that I base the constitutionality of this measure en-
tirely upon the existence of illiteracy in the several States to such an
extent as to call for Federal aid. I do mot stop to inquire who is re-
sponsible for that illiteracy, but I am not willing to admit that the peo-
ple of the North or the Federal Government are under any moral or
legal obligation to the Southern States or the colored people of the South
to educate them because being slaves they were made free and have
been made citizens of the United States. The people of the North have
committed no erime against the colored people of the South. The Fed-
eral Government has done no injury to the Southern States or to the
people of the Southern States, white or black.

Sir, I glory in the history and the achievements of the great Union
Republican party, in its administration of the National Government,
including the striking of the fetters from four millions of slaves and
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making them freemen, and I have no excuse and no apology and no
restitution to offer.

The colored people of the Southern States do not exert that influence
which they are entitled to by virtue of their numerical strength.
* Knowledge is power.”” Education will complete that which was be-
gun by the emancipation proclamation and the fifteenth-amend ment.
It will teach men who are free by the will of thepeople of the United
States, as expressed in the Federal Constitution, 1o know their rights,
and, as was said yesterday by the Senator from New Hampshire, know-
ing their rights dare to maintain them.

The senior Senator from Kansas [ Mr. INGALLS] the other day spoke
to us about the influence of education in settling and developing the
Northern States. He drew a vivid picture of the march of civilization
{from Plymouth Rock to the shores of the Pacific, and grand as the story
was it was not overdrawn. There is no doubtthat the thrift and energy
and enterprise which have swept across the continent on parallel lines
from the shores of New England, overcoming every obstacle, subduing
every foe, transforming the wilderness into fertile fields and populous
cities, laying the foundations of great and populous and wealthy States,
is largely the outgrowth of the general diffusion of knowledge by the
common school gystem.

Sir, I trust] have a just pride in the achievements of the people of
the North. I know something of their privations, of their toils, and of
their successes, but I listened with no greater degree of pride or pleas-
ure to the story of their achievements than I did to the recitals of the

. wonderful advancement which the people of the Sonth have made in
every branch of material prosperity since the war. The prosperity of
any portion of the country is the prosperity of the whole, and I see in
the increasing prosperity of the South, in her increasing manufacturing
interests, in her increased facilities for transportation and travel, in the
newly-awakened and growing interest in education, a prophecy and a
promise of a glorious future when the South in wealth, in prosperity, in
the general diffusion of knowledge, and I hope too in the free exercise
by all her citizens of all their civil and political rights, will rival any
other portion of our common country; and I pray God tospeed that day.

I read not many days since an article reviewing the Blair bill pub-
lished in the Inter Ocean, of Chicago, under the caption of *‘ National
Education.”” It waswritten by a gentleman who has had large oppor-
tunities to observe the social and political and educational systems of
the South, a gentleman who has made this question of national aid to
education a study, a gentleman who is thoroughly in favor of educating
the colored population of the South, but who believes that this bill with
its present provisions would be unjust to the people of the South, and
would not accomplish the object for which it was intended. If I could
expunge some of the more vigorous expressions concerning the domi-

torial pcwe:'- by illiterate voters or their deprivation of such privilege because
of the wenkness resulting from their ignorance. The extent of the perilarising
from this may be seen by examining the following table:

Illiterales ten years old and upward.

State. Tiliterates, ;?;;’f‘f{f-o:f
Virginia..... 430, 352 40.6
North Carolina, 463, 975 48,3
South Carolina 369, 848 55.4
Georgin. 520,416 49.9
Fiorida........ 80, 183 43.4
Alabama. 433,447 50,9
Mississippi 873, 200 49.5
Louisiana. 318, 350 49.1

Total illiterates in eight States............
Average per cent. of illiteracy T
Arcmgel percent. in the Northern Statesand Terri I

ories,

No one can dream for a moment that republican institutions are safe when 75
per cent. of a majority in Senate, House of Represeuntatives, and the electoral
college is controlled by a population 48 per cent. of which are unable to read
and write. In fact, no thoughtful man will fail to perceive that the whole sum
of $10,000,000 a year, or thereabouts, should be expended at the South. The
Northern States do not need the pittance each would receive, and itseemsalmost
farcical to include them in the bill. It should have embraced only those States
in which the percentage of illiterates exceeded 12 per cent. of the population,
and should cease as to any State as soon as its percentage of illiteracy wnas re-
duced to that limit. This proportion of ignorance is easily handled by the States
themselves, and may be ted not dang to the nat

The most important fact connected with the , however, is the relation
it bears to the education of the two races. It should be borne in mind that in all
the Southern States the schools for the two races are distinet, and the funds for
their support are now distributed ac.ording to the number of each race in the
se te school distriets, or else accord ng to the number of children of each race
within the school ages, as preseribed by the laws of the respective States. Prac-
tically there is no difference in these standards; to distribute according to the
number of children is in effect to distribute according to the %mpurl.ion of the
two races, So that, if a State have 1,000,000 whites and 500,000 blacks, the white
echools will have twice as much money as the colored schools,

The bill in question requires the fund thereby appropriated to be distributed
in the same manner as the respective school funds, though it is assigned to the
States on the basis of illiteracy. According to the report of the House commit-
tee of the last Congress the State would receive on account of each illiterate
about 8150 on the basis of an appropriation of $10,000,000. This sum, distributed
as proposed, would give to the white schools of each State more than one-halt
of the whole sum, though only about one-fourth of the illiterates are of that
race. In other words, instead of the national fund going to the education of the
respective races in the ratio of their illiteracy each white illiterate will draw
from this fund two or three times as much as the colored illiterate in the same

State.
The following table will show the practical operation of this re:
Black and while illiteracy, census of 1880, ten years old and upward.

nant party in the South without doing injustice to the author and with- Whit o
out impairing his presentation of the case I should be glad to doit, but 2 ks
as I can not do it I ask leave to incorporate the whole in my remarks. 7 = :
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the paper States, g u g =
sent to the desk by the Senator from Oregon will be inserted in the £ g g §
RECORD by the Reporter. = e;, = o
The paper is as follows: = A = &
INprAwAPoLis, IND., Felruary 13. SRy
The educational bill now before the Senate is a curious instance of the lack of | Virginia.. 114,692 | 18.2 315,660 | 73.7
political knowledge and sagacity on the part of legislators who merely jump at | North Carolina 192,082 | 3.5 271,43 | 7.4
an idea without taking the trouble to inyestigate details. So far as the matiers | South Caroling... v onnmes csnisninisesssine| 5,777 | 219 310,071 | 78.5
herein referred to are concerned, it is identical with the Blair bill which p 1 | Georgia. 834 | 22.9 301,452 | ELé6
the Senate at the last session of Congressand the Willis bill, which was reported | FIOrida .....cocuiemssesmssesens ssssssssessssssssnsesssssssss 19,763 | 19.9 60,420 | 70.7
to the House but failed to be reached on the Calendar. These measures are | Alabama. 111,767 | 24.7 321,680 | 80.6
based on the following hypothesis: Mississip 448 | 16.3 319,758 | 75.2
1. Thatasum of money Mapgemprhltcd to each State for the cure of illiteracy— | L 58,9051 | 18.4 259,429 | 79.1
the amount 1ed to each being estimated on the number of illiterates in e :
State, according to the census of 1830, Total 789,361 | 22.2 l 2,250,438 | 78.1
2. That the same shall be used by the respective States for the promotion of |

elementary education in the public schools, without distinetion as to race,
As a result about four-fifths of the fund will go to the Southern States, as it
ought to do, in order to remove

THE OVERWHELMING IGNORANCE

of both races in that region. The necessity for this is readily shown by the fol-
lowing tables, compiled from the census of 1830
ok Illttaral?s teg
otal popu- | yearsoldan
lation. upward,
The North 31, 938, 459 1,442, 064
TS BOMLIL » o oo inseiisnsasananans sinsin 18,217,383 4, 808, 528
ST AR | Sl R e 50, 155, 783 i 8,250, 592

In fact,the measure is designed really to aid the educational interests of the
South, which were Ereveuled from keeping pace with those of the North by the
fact of slavery in the antebellum days, so that the burden of properly educat-
imf the masses is now greater than those States can gtoesibly bear. Tgi.s is not
only just and proper because of the nation's responsibility for slavery, by which
the North became a partaker in its profits and responsible for its injustice, but
is also a matter of sound policy. The nation, by Congressional action and its
unavoidable results, gave the freedman of the Sounth the ballot. By this means
the property qualification which had been attached to the exercise of the elective
franchise in most of those States was broken down and suffrage made universal
among the whites also. The result of this is that the whole mass of Southern
ignorance is represented in our national affairs either by the exercise of ballo-

XVII—-112

It will be seen that there were almost three times as many colored as white
illiterates, and, eonsidering the eharacter of the nrl?ropriatiun and the fact that
all the school-housesand educational equipment of the ante-war systems in those
States are held by and for the use of the white race, it would seem as if good
policy and common sense would demand that the remedy should be spread some-
what evenly upon the sore—that the colored schools should be benefited some-
what in proportion to the amount to be received by the State on account of col-
ored illiteracy. The following tables will show what would actually oecur un-
der the provisions of this bill, See foregoing table for the number of white and
colored illiterates in each State, and for the amounts that would be received b
several States on account of white and eolored illiterates respectively on a bas
of £10,000,000, or £1.60 for each illiterate :

r [ Received |Paidon m.\i
(onaccount| count o
Biaten. lof whiteil-| coloredil-
' | literates. | literates,
Virginia ........ £505,172
North Carolina. 435,184
South Carolina 493, 883
Georgl 612,812
Florida 000
Alabama. B15, 348
Mississippi 512, 801
Louisiana.. 415,377 .

| 1,182, 406 l 3, 600, 692
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Inoiharwotdl.lhusdph&ﬂouthm States would ive from the nati 1
Treasuyy on sccount of 739,364 white illiterates §1,182,406, and on account of
2,750,438 colored illiterates would receive annually §3 cnhn funds
of the nation. How would this be divided between would be

the real beneﬂotariasorthafund under the provisions otthls bill? If distrib-
nwdulhohﬂireq to be lost or the white

would re 3 it in thapmporti.ons shown in the following
Jmmmu that while and colored schools would receive respectively under the Blair
bill in several Slates,
Population. Schoo‘l.;elwould re-
SBtates.

White. | Colored. White. Colored.
Virginia 880, 858 631, 707 §401, 877 §287, 728
North Carol 867,242 | 532,505 | 460,718 292 782
e mE 2= 22 =
Sorin 12,005 | imses| 7703 56, 237
Alal 662, 185 . 600, 320 364, 363 330,237
Missi j} 479, 398 652,199 253, 265 344,735
Louisi 454, 954 484,992 247,125 262, 875

L S R 4,695,258 | 4,335,357 | 2,475,555

In other words, these States mivlng 81 ,182 406 from the nn.bionsl’l‘m.mr{
on account of 789,364 white illi: d §3,600,692 on account of 2,250,438
v $2,475,555 'I.hjl fund to white schools, and only $2,-
schools, Bo that wlnlemhmi black and while
for the benefit of the State,
on in nwhitamhool several
times the amount that will be applied to the terate
mﬁeﬁmdhﬂ sh th parison bet the s lied fi
@ fol ng e shows the com n between amounts app! or
the benefit of each:

Comparative value of while and colored illileracy under the Blair bill,
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Virginia $1 60 §3 54 $0 90
North Carolina 160 2 60 103
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Mississippi 160 473 107
Louisiana 160 421 101

It is no wonder the most ardent Bourbons of the South are in favor of the Blair
bill. Itenablesthem to make the ignorant negro simply a cat's-paw with which
to pull chestnuts outof the fire for benefit of themselves. Such sentimental
obstructionists as Mr. Blair ma; u;eei[nk that the colored man, when he comes to

un the full force and of this measure, will feel highly gratified to
know that those who made his ignorance compulsory, who nmde it & felony to
teach a slave and a misdemeanor to teach a free black to read or write, are now

able to appropriate the lion's share of the nation’s bounty to their own use and
benefit, seems to be almost no limit tothe eapacity of our Northern leg-
islators to play into the hands of their Southern antagonists.
'I‘he uhliﬂm party fairly forced upon the negro the power of the ballot, for
anke, of course, and had hardly begun to boast of its sagacity in so
dom fm'e t1'.33 ku'klfuxt].tﬁle-and wrenched ;t uf‘.iunnxo the negrel;:l fecble Imnd %?d
roprhled power for vantage of the Bourbon ow, Mr
]?E-AIR and his company of heedless enthusiasts are anxiou?m{mm
themselves by appropriating money under the plea of educating colored ﬂlnerh
ates, to be used instead for the benefit of those whokept the negro in ignorance,
and will keep him in subjection until he becomes strong enough to assert his
ts and manfully maintain them
t is no wonder, in view of these facts, that Lheeheap. simple, practical method
which I had the honor to present to the country in “An Ap, gc:i to Ceesar,” ayear
ago, was so bitterly assailed by the Bourbon Ieadm of theSouth. By that plan
waste and misa roprlaﬁ.m were made pmﬁm]élg ble; and t.he wlored
were secured the benefit of just that proportion of the

schools of every
fund to which the w\o illiterates of the township entitled them. In other
words, colored ﬂmermcy would have been enabled to share fairly and equally

with white illiteracy in the nation’s bounty. If this outrage on the just rights
of the eolored people of the South shall be consummated by the active agency of
Republican Senators, the negro will have reason to pmgno be delivered from
his friends almost as hmrt.ily as he besought relief from

ALBION \V TOURGEE.

Mr. PLJ\TI‘. Mr. President, I do not wish to occupy the attention
of the Senate more than five minutes. I have taken no part in this
discussion. I am in great doubt as to how I shall vote upon this bill.
It will depend somewhat upon the shape which I shall find that it has
assnmed when it reaches a final vote. But I have been studying the
figures of this case somewhat and I want to put them in the REcorD
so that if they are wrong they can be corrected.

I think this bill receives its support in my section of the country, in
my State, becaunse good, philanthropic people believe that we ought to
aid largely in the education of colored children at the South. I believe
the people whom I represent think that the object and and effect
of this bill is to accomplish that purpose. If the figures which I have

made up are correct, a very small portion of this money is going for the
education of colored children in the South.

Outof thewholoSﬂ,OOO 000 but between $18,000,000and $19,000,000
are to be applied, acco to this bill, to the education of colored chil-
dren in the South. What mttodo what I would be glad to do by
a bill, is to iate money for that purpose alone. I do not want
to aid the Southern States in the education of white children, and I do,
not want the General Government to aid the Northern States in the
education of any children. The thing that troubles me about voting
for this bill is that it asks me to vote $58,000,000 and over for the edu-
cation of white children and only between $18,000,000 and $19,000,000
for the education of colored children.

I have taken from the tables furnished by the Senator from New
Hampshire in his speech, the amount of money which each State is to
receive under this bill. I have it carried out in each case, even to dol-
lars and cents. By it I find that the Northern States and Territories
receive §18,571,468, leaving for the Southern States $58,428,532. The
items are as WS

Amount fo be paid to free States and Terrilories.

BRS et
ew RS
120,783 50 | NOW Jersey..commmimn 659,800 18
C 352,202 22 | New Mexico.. 708, 220 &8
Dakota. 59,737 09 | New York.... 2,721,066 98
B . 22,081 28 | Ohio. .cove consanss. 1,633,718 21
Tllinois. 1,801,616 45 | Oreg 91,978 52
i 1,372,441 26 | Pennsylvania 2,825,324 98
etreais 577,532 B84 e 307,210 44
489 147 72 | Utah ........ 109,863 10
274,708 81 | Vermont. 196, 236 51
1,152,116 61 | Washin 48, 188 66
789,582 67
428, 060 02
21,151 46
142,843 63
Amount to be paid to
Alabama.. - 5,%.848 45 | Missouri..
rgis..
isi 3,945,051 48 | West Virginia...
MATYIADd..ooorsveerrs e . 1,685,442 8BS
O o PR s 4,024,339 33 Tolal.ccirisisnanicis 58,428,532 00

Now, turning to page 1270 of the RECORD containing the Senator’s
speech of February 10, I find that there are in the Southern States
which are to receive these $58,000,000, of white school population,
3,899,961; of colored school population, 1 803,237 In other words, the

school populatwn of the South which is to receive these §58,428 532,
is 68.3 per cent. white. Now divide that $58,428,532 between the
white children and thecolored children and you will find that 68.3 per
cent of it, which by this bill must, I suppose, be applied to the educa-
tion of the white children unless s distinction is made, and I under-
stand none is intended by the bill, would give for the education of white
children in the South $39,954, 014 and for the education of colored
children only $18,464,518.

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a guestion?

Mr. PLATT. Certainly; but I ain really throngh with my remarks.

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to know where you run the line as between
the South and the North.

Mr. PLATT. Inthe Southern States I include Alabama, Arkansas,
Delnware, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maryland, Mmﬂs-
sippi, Missouri, North Carolina, South Carolina, 'I‘cnnessee, Texas,
Virginia, and West Virginia.

Mr. GEORGE. Are Maryland and Delaware left out?

Mr. PLATT. No; Ispoke of Delaware and Maryland. I include
all the former slave States. I only desire to put these figures in the
REcorD that they may be corrected if they are not accurate.

Mr. BLAIR. I can as well explain tothe Senator on his point now
as at any time. He is correct in stating that the theory of the bill is
to instruct white and colored children alike, to give them the same as-
sistance from the National Government, or to so apply this money that
it shall result in white and colored children having the same opportu-
nity for education. The figures which he gives us show the just pro-
portion existing between the white and colored school populations of
the South. About two-thirds are white and one-third colored. Iie
says sixty-eight and a fraction per cent. are white and the rest are col-
ored. Ifitwere just33} per cent. colored it would be just 663 per cent.
white, so that you see mathematically the relation between the two
races is almost that of 2 to 1.

The theory of the bill is that there shall be no difference between
the education of the white child and of the colored child, and it is
quite as much for the benefit of the colored children who are to live
with the white children now and hereafter that their white associates
whose parents have subjected them to indignities in the past shall be
elevated by education so that they will have a living chance among

them. That is the theory of the bill; and in order to secure this
equalization of school privileges, the bill does not say that this amount
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which the National Government contributes shall be divided exactly
per capita between all the children, white and black. The theory of
the bill being that there shall be no discrimination befween the chil-
dren of the two races and that an equalization of school privileges or
advantages shall be secured to all regardless of color, the bill provides,
in the tenth section, which I incorporated in my remarks yesterday,
that the fund coming from the National Government combined as it
will be with the State school fund, the whole shall be so distributed
as to secure this equality of school privileges.

If, as is suspected by many, and as is complained of by some—and I
do not know whether it may not be admitted in some instances is the
case—the white child at present receives a larger rtion of the
school funds at the South than the colored child, then if this money is
distributed according to the provisions of this bill the colored children
will come to share more y of it; and this is the way that the money
of the national appropriation combined with the money of the State ap-
propriation, the whole is to be distributed then in violation of the prac-
tice which has thus far obtained in the South where there is this dis-
crimination in favor of the white race. The whole hereafter is to be so
distributed that there shall be no discrimination. If it is not so dis-
tributed, then when the question comes to Congress whether there shall
be a further appropriation the Congress may withhold any further ap-
propriation, and it is tried year by year tosee whether this rule of dis-
tribution is observed, the funds of the National Government being ap-
applied with those of the State government and the whole distributed
in such a way as to give an actual equalization of school privileges to
all. That is the theory of the bill, and I do not know how it ean be
made to serve the purpose any more perfectly.

Mr. PLATT. May I ask the Senator a question?"

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly.

Mr. PLATT. Does he think that in New England, for instance—I
do not like to speak of anything which has a sectional sonnd—but does
he think that in that portion of the country which we both represent
it is understood generally among the publie that this bill is for the pur-
pose of aiding the education both of white and colored children, and
that such a large proportion of the money appropriated will go for the
purpose of the education of white children?

Mr. BLAIR. I certainly think so. I think the people all through
the country who take an interest in this bill understand that it is to
secure this equalization of school advantages. As a matter of fact the
people of the North, or at least great numbers of them, believe that
the colored race is discriminated against. I believe that it is discrimi-
nated against in many localities. Ihave come to believe that as a rule
the disposition in the Southern States of the dominant race is to do
justice to the colored child; but that a discrimination exists there to
some extent I doubt not, and therefore it is that the tenth section of
this bill provides that the money shall be so used as to secure an equal-
ization of advantages. If you could treat the school fund of the State
and the school fand coming from the nation as separate amounts or
sums of money, and they were to be distributed separately and the
school fund of the State should continue to be distributed with dis-
crimination as in the past it is supposed to have been, then under the
provisions of this bill the school fund coming from the national Treas-
ury must be given more absolutely to the colored population, and if
necessary must go in folo to the colored population; otherwise that
equalization of school privileges can not be secured which the bill de-
mands and which must be carried out so far as it possibly can be, or
there will be no subsequent annual appropriation.

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion?
The distribution of the fund under this bill is based on the illiteracy of
those of ten years of age and npward. That being the basis, the illit-
eracy, why could it not be distributed according to the illiteracy of the
white and colored children? In that way you certainly would give
thecolored children a greater proportion than youdoby thisscheme. If
that is the intention of the bill—and it seems to me it ought to be at
least—why not amend the bill in that respect so as to distribute accord-
ing to the illiteracy of the two classes of people?

Mr. BLAIR. I do not know how that could be done without in-
volving great difficulties, and probably resulting in discrimination. We
certainly should recognize it if, by so doing, the money should be dis-
tributed to some extent on the basis of color. The bill undertakes to
obliterate that distinction; and the bill, in order to insure that oblit- 4
eration and that equality of privileges, provides that all the children
shall have an equality of privilege, and the money shall so go.

Mr. LOGAN. TheSenator misunderstandsme. The money isappro-
priated from the Treasury by this bill based on the illiteracy of persons
ten years old and npward. That does not diseriminate at all. But in
the distribution for school purposes, when we come to distribute the
fund to the schools in the Btates, why could it not be distributed then
on the basis of the illiteracy of the races in each class of schools? There
are two kinds of schools, we find, in Mississippi and other States—two
classes of schools, colored schools and white schools. Why, then, not
distribute this money according to the illiteracy of the two races of
Bchool age in the States where these two races exist to such an extent?
It does seem to me that would be fair, and in that way you would do
what the intention of this bill was when it first started out some years

ago, because we started it on the proposition that we were going to try

to educate the colored people. I think we have moved some di
away from that. I have no amendment prepared and have none to sug-
I merely ask a question.

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me a moment on that very

int?

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—

Mr. BLAIR. Let me answer the Senator frony Illinois. The idea
of the bill is that the national fund and the State fund shall be com-
bined and the whole distributed without reference to eolor at all. If,
however, the Senator’s idea should be adopted and the national fund be
distributed upon the basis of illi as between the colored and the
white, the State fund would of course be distributed upon the same
condition, and it ought to be and would be, and the result would be
just exactly the same as if you were to combine the two funds and dis-
tribute them according to the school population.

Mr. LOGAN. Oh, no; the Senator is very much mistaken as to the
suggestions I made. Weare notdealing with the State fund at all; we
are dealing with the national fund to be appropriated from the National
Treasury; and in fact it seems as though this bill has purposely avoided
the hand of the nation having anything to do with this money except
to a‘llﬁlp‘lsmpﬁate it. Itseemsasthough that had been studionsly avoided
in this bill. So it would not refer at all to the State appropriation or
to the State school fund, but merely to the national fand that is ap-

i by this bill in aid of the State. That fund 1is certainly a
separate fund, and if it goes into the treasury of the State the State
officers certainly know the amountreceived, and it is very easy to make
a computation of the amount received and distribute that according
to the illiteracy of the children of the different races. There are two
classes of schools kept up in the Southern States.

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator is certainly right in saying that the troe
distinctive theory of the bill has been to make the appropriation to the
States, to trust the States, and reguire certain conditions in expendi-
ture to be complied with, and if they are not complied with then to
withhold the subsequent appropriations until they are complied with,
or wholly if future Congresses should see fit to exercise their discretion
in that way. It hasnever been understood that this appropriation was
to be followed into the State as a separate and distinctive fund. It has
never been claimed on this floor in any of the former discussions that it
would be right that this money should be appropriated as a separate
national fund and expended by the national hand or its expenditure
within the States superintended any further than to enforce a compli-
ance with the conditions contained in the act by which the money was
originally given. If now it should be proposed toadopt a bill based on
an entirely different theory of course we have new grounds to discuss and
new conclusions to be drawn. But this bill, as the Senator well says,
studiously attempts to avoid anything like an interference by the na-
tional hand with the money after it to the State, but trust to the
honor of the State, and requires of the State an account of all it has
done, and if it fails to comply with the conditions which are imposed
with the gift then the nation has its remedy.

It has been thought that it was not best that the nation should un-
dertake fo interfere with the management of the common schools in
the States and that the States should not be taught that they could be
relieved of their obligation to take care of the colored child as well as
the white child.

Mr. EDMUNDS. DMay I ask my friend a question?

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly.

Mr. EDMUNDS. He says, and correctly, that this bill does not in-
terfere with the action of the States in any affirmative way; but the
bill certainly does say that this money shall be appropriated so as not
to distinguish between white children and colored children, does it not?

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly; there shall be no discrimination on acconnt
of color.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thatbeing the state of the case, it still anthorizes
in express terms each State to have separate schools for white children
and for colored children, and to have the benefit of this money accord-
ingly, and that shall not be considered a discrimination.

Mr. BLAIR. It does not require them to have such schools.

Mr. EDMUNDS, No, but it authorizes them to do it.

Mr. BLAIR. To have them where they now exist.

Mr. EDMUNDS. That being the state of the case, where is the ob-
jection in point of constitution or of fitness to saying that where a State
does have a separate system of white and colored schools, according to
their respective needs by the numbers of the children of each of these
sehools, they shall have this aid?

Mr. BLAIR. This bill does say so. It says soin those wordsin the
tenth section, where it requires that all the children in the State, irre-
spective of color, shall, by the operations of this bill, come to receive
an equalization of school advantages or school privileges.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then, if that is the object—

Mr. BLAIR. Letmeanswer further, because it is necessary to do so.
The Senator seems to be assuming, and others seem to be understand-
ing, that all the children in the State can be reached even by the action
of this bill. He seems to be assuming, too, that all the children in the
Sounthern States will be divided into white and colored schools. Now
as a rule that is already the case, and both races seem to like it the
better, but nevertheless it is not universally the case.
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There are many schools in the sparsely settled districts where the peo-
ple are very ti’lom', where the white child and the colored child study
together in the same schools. The Senator will remember that years
ago we of the North looked with great reprehension upon the estab-
lishment of any distinction in the matter of schools between the two
races, and I think it was only when we found that the colored race as
a whole preferred schools of their own that we came to acquiesce in the
existing order of things; and to-day we should find quite as much diffi-
culty in forcing anamalgamation or combination of the races in the same
school from the colored people as we do from the whites; but neverthe-
less that is a feeling which is gradually passing away and will pass
away, and ought to passaway, and as intelligence increases the tendency
will be enhanced.

I would not like to see’enteringinto the national legislation any feat-
ure that would seem to look to the permanency of the existing condi-
tion in regard to separate schools; but the prejudice being for the pres-
ent time such that it would be impossible to combine them together,
the bill provides that for the present the matter of separate schools shall
not be considered a discrimination as between the races.

Mr. EDMUNDS. My question was this: If I correctly understand
the Senator from New Hampshire, this bill isnowintended to prevent,
and, as hethinks, does prevent, any discrimination in the application of
this fund between white and colored children and white and colored
schools; and, inasmnch as a good many Senators feel that it does allow
such diserimination, why not make it clear and plain that no such dis-
erimination shall exist, and while we recognize, as the Senator’s bill
does, the present propriety, or at least not the present impropriety, of
the separate eduecation ofy the two classes, and say in plain terms that
where any State has a separate system of white and colored schools ac-
cording to the ive needs of these two classes, according to the
number of their children who need education in their respective school
districts and counties, this money shall be distributed? If that is the
theory of this bill let us make it plain and say so.

Mr, BLAIR. Ithink the billin requiring that every child irrespect-
ive of color shall have an equality of school advantages, so far as that
may be produced by this act in connection with the school fund ap-
plied by the State itself, does say so and says so by arule which, like the
Golden Rule, is the most exacting of any; and if we undertake by ex-
press provisions to in any way insure anything more generally applica-
ble than the rule laid down in the bill, I think we shall be likely as
we go into particulars to injure the efficiency of the bill.

The time to make particular specific enactments amendatory of this
law is when by virtue of a year’s operation of it we have found that
the law is imperfect. The law is in general, comprehensive terms like
the Declaration of Independence, which requires freedom for all men,
and when we find that there is in its practical operation any failure to
work out its theory, we can then legislate with an intelligence and a
directness that may give efficiency.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I was under the impression that
the best time to amend a bill was when it was under consideration, and
not to pass it imperfectly and take the chances of amending it after-
ward. Perhaps I am wrong as to the best methods of legislation. If
I am right in that, this bill being now under consideration and the
Senator from New Hampshire saying that the purpose of the bill is,
and as he thinks the language of it is, to exclude every discrimination
between the necessities of the white and the colored child, then I wish
to know why it is not proper to say so in explicit terms as it can be
applied to the various gtatm where they have separate schools for the
white and the colored, and therefore to say plainly and fairly on the
very theory of the bill as he states it—and I have no doubt that was
its theory—so that there can be no dispute about it, that in a State
where there are kept up white and colored schools, those two races
shall be aided in accordance with the numbers of children of each race;
so that if in the State of Vermont there are ninety-nine white schools
and only one colored school and there are ninety-nine white children
of the school age to one of the colored children of the school age, in
that State this fund shall be apportioned according fo the respective
needs of those two races and their respective schools; and if the case is
the reverse in the State of Mississippi or in the State of North Carolina
or wherever, and there are three colored children and three colored
schools to every one white child and every one white school, give this
bounty of the United States, if we may call it a bounty—and I do not
mean that in the sense of a mere gift; I think it is a duty—give what
we call a bounty for a short word, according to the necessities of the
case as it is in that particular State. So if thereare three colored chil-
dren and three colored schools to one white in Mississippi, let the three
colored schools get three-fourths of the whole number and the one white
school get the one-fourth of the whole number of dollars that we give
to that State for this purpose.

Is not that fair? The Senator says that is the theory of the bill.
it be the theory of the bill, as it ought to be, then let us say so now
when the bill is nnder consideration, and not wait for the ultimate bias
of ulterior events, as some politician said, to bring about a rectification
of wrong legislation which we enact now.

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I am not so mnch impressed by the dif-
ficulty of my honorable friend from Connecticut or by the difficulty of
my honorable friend from VermontasI am almost always with the sug-

It

gea:‘.ions which those very able and clear-minded Senators see fit to
make.

Now, as I understand, the theory of this bill is a very simple one.
‘We find in certain States in this Union a degree of ignorance in grown
people and in children alike, likely to continue under existing provis-
ions for education for a long and indefinite period, which in the judg-
ment of those of uswho favor any legislation on this subject constitutes
a menace to thesafety of the life of the nation itself. Wesuppose that
in a nation largely founded by Puritans, wholly founded by races of
men accustomed to self-government under institutions founded upon
moral rules and moral distinctions, the moral relations are as important
as the physical; and if we have the right to draw the sword and slay
to preserve the life of this nation menaced in war, we have the right to
open the purse and give to preserve the life of the nation menaced by a
destruction of the intelligence necessary for republican self-government
in time of peace. And that is the constitutional proposition upon
which, to my mind, this bill must rest.

Mr. PLATT. The Senator sometimes interrupts me. Will he al-
low me to interrupt him? I quite agree with him that when illiteracy
reaches the point where it becomes a menace to the existence, I might
say the fair prosperity of the nation, there is constitutional ground for
national interference; but my trouble is this, and I am seeking informa-
tion as to how I ought to vote——

Mr. HOAR. I would rather finish part of my speech and come to
that hereafter, than be compelled to depart from what I was saying to
take that np now.

Mr. PLATT. I wanted to ask the Senator this question: Does he
think in Massachusetts or Connecticut or New Hampshire there is any
such illiteracy as menaces the existence or the prosperity of the Gov-
ernment; and, if not, how does he justify the appropriation of money
for edueation in those States?

Mr. HOAR. If my honorable friend agrees with me in the funda-
mental proposition upon which he and I can rest legislation of this kind
one important step toward the result has beenaccomplished and taken.

Now he asks me why it is that, finding this nation menaced by the
fact that recent events and recent constitutional and legal changes have
brought into the government, the administration of the State, a degree
of ignorance increasing the proportion which was there before—why,
finding that, and proposing to protect the life of the nation in the future
against that danger, that destruction, I simply propose to do it by a bill
which is general and not particular or imﬁvidu.a.l in its application?
The answer to that is, that it is because in all legislation it is desirable
to legislate by universals and not by particulars. We legislatein Con-
necticut and in Massachusetts moﬂgaﬁ.ng, and it is the bottom mort-
gage on every dollar of theproperty of the rich man and poor man alike,
house and palace and farm and mailroad, to give every child in those
States a good common-school education. I might as well get up and
ask, ‘‘Is there any danger that the child of General HAWLEY or Sena-
tor PLATT will want an education if the State does not provide it?
Are not these men well enoughoff ?”? The answer is that your system
is better, that it secures national care, national control, national su-
pervision, national jealousy, by having all the citizens of the United
States or of the State which is acting in the particular case, on some
general theory receive its benefits.

The scheme of this bill is this: You find a necessity which is repre-
sented by 100 and you find means of meeting that necessity which
would secure education for the State, which is only represented by 7.
Now we come in and say, let the nation eke out the school systems of
the country, and let us have a scheme whichapplies to the whole country
alike, If the illiteracy is but one—thousamﬁlljl of the whole, the State
gets the proportion of one toa thousand; if the illiteracy is one-tenth of
the whole the State gets relief in proportion as ten is to one hundred;
and if the illiteracy is 50 per cent. of the whole, the State getsrelief in
that proportion. But the rule we go upon in all legislation is to estab-
lish some system of universal national application.

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question? He
did not do me the honor to refer to me in speaking of this suggestion
that was made by myself; but I would like to ask him a question. He
says now that this bill is for the purpoese of bringing the people who
were placed in this condition by the Government up to the proper ele-
vation, so far as education is concerned. Now, I desire to ask him if
there are any other people, except the colored people brought in, who
arein this condition? And, further than that, if this bill goes npon the
basis that the illiteracy from ten years up to one hundred shall be
counted—and that is the basis of the bill—is not a large proportionate
share of this money based npon the older people of that country who
are colored people, and the offering of the money because of the fact
that these older people are illiterate? If they are the ones upon whose
illiteracy the distribution of this money is based, I ask the Senator if
the colored people ought not to be the ones who should receive the
greatest benefit?

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me, with t respect to the gentlemen
who have made this proposition, that it is very much as if & man with
a wife and seven children should come to the house of the honorable
Senator from Illinois and say, ‘‘ We have not got provisions enough in
ounr house; I have got enough, about three-fourths of what will keep
my family from starving; I wish somecbody would help me with the
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other quarter;’’ and the Senator should say, ‘‘ Well, I will help you
with the other quarter; the wile and seven children shall all have
enough to eat; but I will particularly specify that the old man shall
not eat any of the food that comes from me, becanse he can take care
of himself;" or, ‘“‘the old woman shall not have it; it shall go to the
youngest and smallest children.”” The answer is that if you eke out
the fund which in a particular State is needed to supply the necessity
of a general common-school system for rich and poor, it not only will
lead to countless embarrassments and discomforts, but it will not in
the least any more tend to accomplish the result to specify that the
particular child who is in ignorance shall be the one who shall have
this particular money. You are piecing out your blanket so that it
will cover the whole bed. It is not necessary to say to what particular
part of the blanket the patch shall be attached.

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question?

Mr. HOAR. I should a little rather state this fully, and then hear
what the Senator has to say at the close, for I rose to make an argu-
ment of my own, and not to be cross-examined by the most skillful
cross-examiners alive.

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator is quite right in preferring to speak
without interruption.

Mr. HOAR. You carry this thing all throungh. Suppose this aid

to the State of New York, for example. We will suppose that the
tate of New York needs an extra $500,000 to make her school system
universal. That is the condition of the bill, that every State shall
have established a system for the education of all its children without
distinetion. Now you go the State of New York, and with an addi-
tional grant of $500,000 you have got all that New York needs forarea-
sonable common-school education, and we give her that grant from the
Treasury in thecase I suppose. Would it be of any sortof use to say:
‘“Why in the city of New York there is an Irish ward, or a German
ward, or a Scandinavian ward, where there is not a child who knows
how to read and write; let us specify that when New York gets the
$500,000 she shall put all of it or so much of it as is their due propor-
tion to their illiteracy there?’ Theanswer is, what youn are enabling
New York to do is to extend her common-school system over the per-
sons whom it does not reach and cover.

Now, in further answer to the suggestion of the honorahle Senator
from Illinois, it is trune that this bill, as was shown the other day, takes
as the basis of distribution, consideringthe fact that the Northern States
are to receive so little, persons who are illiterates over ten years of age
without any upward limit, instead of confining it to persons between
ten years of age and twenty-one; and the effect of that, as was shown
by thestatistics, is that the South getsa very much less proportion of this
grant than it would get if you confined it to children between ten and
twenty-one. By the present bill Mississippi gets four times as much
as Massachusetts. If you made an amendment confining it to children
between ten and twenty-one, Mississippi would get fifteen times as
much as Massachusetts, and so on.

The Senator from Vermont inquires why, if you areto give this fund
for the purposeof curing an illiteracy, which is largely caused by the
addition to our citizenship of the colored population of the South, you
do not require a State when it gets the fund to make the distribution
between the white and colored schools upon the same principle, es-
pecially as the bill recognizes the existence, or does not propose to ter-
minate the existence, by any national authority, or by any condition
of this bill of the separation between the two races in the schools.
Now, it seems to me that there are several good answers to the ques-
tion put by the honorable Senator from Vermont. In the first place,
T agree with the Senator from New Hampshire that it will be a very
bad thing indeed whenever we recognize by legislation a race distine-
tion in this country in national legislation.

Mr. LOGAN. You do it in this bill.

Mr. HOAR. TIdonot think so. The two races have determined,
most unwisely as I think, but it is something which probably no leg-
islation can change within any time which this bill covers, that they
prefer to educate their children separately. I think it is a very bad
determination, one of the most unfortunate things that have happened
in the history of this country; but it is absolutely beyond our control,
and therefore——

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to make a statement right
there for his benefit?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
yield ?

Mr. GEORGE. I mean tosay this, that from the year 1869 to 1876,
when it was supposed the colored people and the Republican party con-
trolled Mississippi, when the common-school system was inaugurated,
;he system of separate schools was inaugurated at the same time and

ept up.

Mr, HOAR. I certainly neverrefused to yield to any Senator when
I was addressing the Chair, but it does seem to me that the person who
has the floor is entitled to select the time while he occupies it when
that interruption shall take place.

Mr. GEORGE. I thought I had your consent. I beg pardon.

Does the Senator from Massachusetts

Mr. HOAR. A person whois undertaking to state briefly a connected
argument in five or ten minutes, which was all I was doing, is fairly
entitled to finish his own statement before any courtesy compels him to

drop that and reply to the questions of half a dozen other Senators:
What do yon think of this? What do you think of that, and what do
yonu say to that? I shall be happy to yield to the honorable Senator
from Vermont, or the honorable Senators from Mississippi, or Illinois, or
any other Senator if I ean, but I should like to complete my own state-
ment first if I may. The questions absolutely drive the argnment out
of my head.

I was saying that we find this unfortunate condition of things exist-
ing, and practically it will be impossible to do any considerable good
to those communitiesin this way unless the bill goes so far as to say that
the two races having established this system down there we will not
regard their action in that particular as an objection to their receiving
the benefits of the bill. Then the Senator from Vermont says, but
why not go further and establish by national authority in the distri-
bution of this fund in the State itself a difference in right and in law-
ful privilege based upon race; because the proposition of the Senator
from Vermont in the first place takes these people, separating them by
reason of race, and then declares that the races shall be compared with
one another in the matter of illiteracy and the distribution made in
that way. If the suggestion were to take each school distriet without
regard to whether the children are white or black, each school, and give
to that particular school the benefit of this fund in proportion to the
ignorance of the children it contained we should avoid this particular
objection. But I do not suppose any Senator would seriously press
that proposition on the attention of the Senate, because the result would
be that the whole national aid for education must only go practically
to children who were heginners.

The bill goes upon the ground that if yon have aschool system which
is giving a common-school education to all the children of a State, it
shall, in proportion to the particular need of the State, eke out the
State provision for that purpose; and that is all.

Mr. ALLISON. In order that this question may be thoroughly pre-
sented to the Senate, I desire to offer an amendment which I have had
on my tahle some days respecting it, to come in at the end of section
2. I think I ean convince the Senator from Massachusetts and other
Senators that this is not a proposition to divide the money upon race,
but a propoesition to divide it upon the principle of the bill, which is
illiteracy; and thatif this money is to be given upon the basis of illit-
eracy, that hasis should run through the bill. If we have colored chil-
dren who are more illiterate than white children in a State, the prin-
ciple of the bill as well as the principle of exact justice requires that
the donation given by the Government shall be to that particnlar por-
tion of the people who are illiterate, whether they be white or black.
I merely offer the amendment now that it may be printed.

The PRESIDENT pro {empore. The proposed amendment will be
printed. It is not now in order.

Mr. ALLISON. I know that it is not in order at this time.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the amendment be read for information.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will e read for in-
formation.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

And in each State in which there shall be separate schools for whiie and col-
ored children, the money paid in such State shall be apportioned and paid out
for the support of such white and colored schools in the proportion that the il-

literacy of the white and colored persons aforesaid bears toeach other asshown
by such census,

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts
in opposing the ideaof equality in this distribution between the colored
and white children in States where the State law makes a discrimina~-
tion as it regards the methods and places of education says that if you
have a family, which is his case, of a father and mother and seven chil-
dren, it is no part of our mission in giving some money to help them
keep from starving to inquire into the respective conditions of the chil-
dren of that family, and we must assume that the father and mother
will treat all the children alike. That is very fair and very right; but
when the father and mother come to'nis for this donation and say to us,
‘“We have a law in our family which says that out of our seven chil-
dren four of them, who are colored (and three of them are white), shall
be fed in separate rooms and shall sleep in separate beds and live in
separate houses,” then I think it would be fair for the giver of all good
and perfect gifts out of the Treasury to say, ‘*If you have got a law of
that kind in your family, as we want to help all your children, we will
provide that this bread and butter and beef, &c., to the extent of 25
per cent. that is necessary, shall be divided according to your law of
separation of your family; and that the four colored children of yours,
who live in a separate house and sleep in a separate bed and are taught
in a separate school, shall have the four-sevenths of this money that
we give, and your white children shall have the three-sevenths.”’

That is the argament, and that is my answer to it; and that is ex-
actly this case. The Congress of the United States does not propose,
at least so far as I am concerned, to create any distinctions hetween

but in making this donation of money it proposes to recognize
distinetions and separations that the respective States have chosen in
their own wisdom to make. I make noquarrel with that distinction.
I am inelined to believe, differing from the Senator from Massachusetts,
that under existing conditions of affuirs it ias better for the children of
both races and for the ultimate good of those respective States that
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they should at present be educated separately. I thivk it is better for
them all, as it strikes me.

Therefore the proposition of the Senator from Iowa, instead of cre-
ating distinctions, assumes and takes up the very distinction that the
laws of these States make themselves and creates no new one. It says
simply that wherever that rule of separation and inclusion and exclu-
sion exists, there and then, and so far and no farther, shall the appli-
cation of this money be made to the two respective classes in proportion
to the numbers of those classes and the numbers of those schools. Is
that interfering with therights of the States? Is that making race dis-
tinetions, or color distinctions, or any other distinctions ? It takes the
case as it finds it. In applies this gift in exactly the way the State has
chosen to apply its own F.m! and donations and contributions and tax-
ations of public money for the support of these schools. Is not that
right? That is all there is to it.

Now, the Senator from Massachusetts has seemed tothink, differing
from his friend from New Hampshire, that this bill does not do that
thing. But the bill does say in section 3 that this provision in regard
to education, without any discrimination of race or color, shall not be
construed to interfere with the separation of the races that the States
may make in their schools, as follows:

Provided, That :a schools for white and colored children shall not be
consid avio! n of this condition.

The condition being that there shall be education out of this fund
without distinction of race or color.

Then the bill provides that it recognizes, and admits, and submits
to, in the giving of this gift, the right of each State to do what many
of the States have done, to institute separate schools for their white

and their colored children. When such a State makes such a distine- [

tion by its laws, and it turns ount that in that State there are three
colored children needing education to one white, it is not right that
this gift, if it is to be devoted to the purpose we all say it is, of helping
them all alike, should be applied in the same proportion, in accordance
with the State law which makes that distinction, and therefore place
this bread of life, as it is, of political and moral and social life, and I
might almost say of spiritual life, on the plates and tables of the people
who need it according to the State separations and institutions that
each State has made for itself. That is the proposition.

Take the State of Vermont for illustration, where to be surethere is
nosuch thing as separate education between the white and colored chil-
dren. There are very few colored people there, but they all go to the
schools with their little white friends, there beingno objection anywhere
among children that ever I have seen to playing marbles or playing
ball or anything in the streets between white and colored; and there-
fore in our State there is no objection to their receiving the same boun-
ties and being tanght in the same way. Iam not criticising other States
where there are numbers of these people, if that were to make
any difference; 1 am aaging nothing about that. The proposition is
not to allow the State of Vermont to take this fund upon the theory of
general illiteracy and then authorize her to give one-half of it to one
race and one-half of it to the other, when of one race there are nine to
ten that need it to one in the other.

If the State of Vermont chooses to say that her white and colored
children shall be educated separately, and when the statistics show that
in the State of Vermont there are four colored children to one white
that are illiterate, or four colored persons on the basis of this bill, then
apply the money according to that need, in conformity with the insti-
tution of the State itself, in order that all may fare alike out of this
gift, and not leave it to the discretion and the temptation of any State
to unjustly and unduly distribute this money as the political or other
social bias may be in one State or another, ing as one race or the
other may hare the preponderance of political power. That is my
proposition.

Mr, HOAR. The Senator from Vermont in replying to the illustra-
tion which I put of the family seems to me not to understand as I do
the bill i Now, the proposition is this: This bill comes in and
says in the first instance, in order to get this money you must have a
school system provided by your laws for all the children and making
an equal provision for all, which is the common-school system of which
we speak. In other words, the only separation is not a separation in
school gjrﬁnlegm, for that cuts off the right of the State to the bounty
of the bill altogether, but only a ion in the place where these
school privileges are held. The family with the three white children
and the four colored children dining at the te table or living in
the separate room is first required to be able, with the addition of this
fund which we supply, amply to provide food equal alike forall. That
is in the bill; that is secured. That, therefore, answers the last sug

gestion of my honorable friend from Vermont, where he says that if
they have nine colored children in Vermont in a certain town and only
one white, the State of Vermont shall not give the one more than it
gives to the other nine. That is all provided for and settled and fixed.

The criticism that is made on the bill is that when you find out the
extent of the national bounty by finding out the illiteracy or the
needs of each State, when you have got the unit of the school system,
to wit, the State, you do not go further and say that the lar
sum of money which comes from the national Treasury shall be traced
into white or colored schools im proportion to the amount of the ina-

bility to read and write of the children in each. In the first place,
there is no necessity for that; the whole thing is secured without it.
In the next place, it is very objectionable, because there you have im-
planted for the first and only time in national legislation a provision
that this money is to go in a certain way to people, to be sure in pro-
portion to their illiteracy but because of a distinction of race. It isin-
troducing this objectionable feature, and without the slightest reason
or the slightest advantage to be gained from it

Then there is another reason which seems to me absolutely fatal to
the proposition of the honorable Senator from Vermont. Suppose you
have got in a common-school two sets of schools side by side.
In one they are teaching the A B C and the writing of ordinary Eng-
lish words; in the other they are alittle farther advanced and are study-
ing arithmetie, geography, and history, which come I think within the
definition of common-school education in this bill. The State, having
been compelled, in the first place, to give equal advantages to all those
children, so that they have got a school wherethe whole thing is tanght,
and taught to everybody as he comes, is required by the honorable
Senator from Vermont to go farther and to say that whereas in your
school system one set of children hasgot a little beyond the census test
of being able o wrife their names, you have got a graded school in the
city of Richmond, in the city of Boston, or anywhereelse, and you must
take all the money which you are putting into the general school fund,
and under which the Btate was maintaining both those schools, and
give it to the school simply where the children can not write theirnames.
Now, what is the use of that proposition?

Mr. EDMUNDS (in his seat). That is not my proposition at all.

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator tell me why it is not his proposition?

Mr. EDMUNDS. Idid not want tointerrupt the Senator, although
I did make that remark privately to him. My proposition is exactly
the proposition that the tor from Towa has stated in his amend-
ment, that this distribution befween white and colored schools does
not depend upon the state of education in those particular schools, but
it depends upon precisely what the bill says as to the distribution to
the States, and that is according to the illiteracy of the white and eol-
ored races in the State, on the scheme of the bill, of ten years of age
and upward; and therefore the state of education in a graded school, or
in a common school, or in an intermediate school does not touch the
question at all.

Mr. HOAR. Then you have got two towns side by side in each of
which there are a hundred children at school, and in one of them the
hundred children who are at school have not learned to write or have
not learned to read before they lefthome. They require the simplest,
cheapest, and easiest kind of edncation. In the next town, the chil-
dren being of wealthier parents, have got a step forward, and they go
into the publie schools for the first time able to read the English lan-

and to write their names. Now, theSenator from Vermont says
that the Btate which is required to furnish the schooling needed for
both, and which is eking out in doing it its own funds, all except this
provision, shall take this particular sum and pour it into the treasury
of one town to the exclusion of the treasury of the other.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have not said anything of the kind.

Mr. HOAR. If that is done, the result follow that the States
ought to be permitted to make a distinction. If yon are educating
every child in Mississippi, and the State of Mississippi has a school fund
that is supplied by Congress, or from public lands or anywhere else,
four-fifths of which goes to educate black children in proportion to their
illiteracy, and only one-fifth goes to educate white, althongh the white
children are as numerous as the black—take the State of Louisiana,
where the two races are about equal—does it not follow, and ought it
not to follow, that if the black children are provided for chiefly or amply
from the national Treasury the State should be permitted to put its
white children on an equality by making a larger provision for its own;
and thus you have built up, necessarily built up, inequalities in the
school system, inequalities of education, inequalities of administration,
inequalities of application between the two races.

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn.

The motion was feed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 56 minutes p. m.)
the Senate adjonrned.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
THuRsSDAY, February 25, 1886.

The House met at 12 o’clockm. Prayerby the Chaplain, Rev. W. H.
Mirsury, D. D. :

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved,

ESTIMATES FOR SCHOOLS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of
the Treasury, transmitting additional estimates from the commissioners
of the District of Columbia for the service of the public schools in the
District; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and
ordered to be printed.

EXTRANCE TO GALVESTON HARBOR.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre-
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tary of War, transmitting, with accompanying maps, a report from the
Chief of Engineers upon the improvement of the entrance to Galveston
Harbor; which was referred to the Commitiee on Rivers and Harbors,
and ordered to be printed.

SENATE BILLS REFERRED.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bills of the follow
ing titles; which were severally read a first and second time, and re-
ferred as follows:

A bill (S. 1634) authorizing the President of the United States to
grant permission to one or more officers of the Army to accept temporary
Tﬁ;ﬁcﬁ under the Government of Corea—to the Committee on Military

irs.

A bill (8. 23) giving o military record to Thomas Miller—to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

A bill (8. 91) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to grant aright of way
for a railroad and telegraph line through lands of the Choctaw and
Chickasaw Nations of Indians to the Saint Louis and San Francisco Rail-
way Company, and for other purposes’’—to the Committee on Indian
Affairs.

A bill (8. 333) for the reliefof settlers and purchasers of lands on the
publicdomain in the States of Nebraska and Kansas—to the Committee
on the Public Lands,

A bill (8. 605) for the relief of the estate of J. J. Pulliam, deceased—
to the Committee on War Claims.

A bill (8. 718) for the relief of Francis Gilbeau—to the Committee
on War Claims.

A bill (8. 1631) relative to a certain accepted draftin the Department
of State—to the Committee on Claims.

A bill (8. 1564) for the erection of a monument to the late Ulysses
8. Grant—to the Committee on the Library.

A Dbill (8. 1020) anthorizing the District of Columbia to convey the
alley, 15 feet wide, running east and west between lots 6 and 7 in
square 0635, comprising an area of 3,480 square feet of land, to the owner
of said lots—to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

NATIONAL BANKING ASSOCIATIONS.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (H. R. 327) to en-
able national banking associations to increase their capital stock and
to change their names or location, passed by the Senate with an amend-
ment; which was referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency.

EULOGIES ON THE LATE VICE-PRESIDENT.

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the
Committee on Printing to present a privileged report.
The report was read, as follows:

The Committee on Printing, to which was referred joint resolution (H. Res.
124) to print 31,000 copies of the eulogies on Thomas A. Hendricks, late Vice-
President of the United States, have considered the same and recommend its
adoption. The estimated cost will be as follows:

1,900 copies unbound £373 85
31,000 copies bound in cloth........... 11,646 70
12,020 55

The joint resolution was read, as follows:

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Uniled Stales of America
in Congress ulm%c]ii That there be printed of the eulogies delivered in Con-
gress on mas A. Hendricks, late Vice-President of the United S 31,000
copies; of which 10,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 20,000 for
of the House of Representatives,500 copies for the use of the riment of
State, and 500 copies shall be for the use of Mrs, Eliza E, Hendricks; and the
Secretary of the Treasury be,and he is hereby, directed to have A por-
trait of the said Thomas A. Hendricks to accompany said eulogies, and for the
phurposef of eug'r‘:;.eving and pﬁi:l}l::g ?id portrait ttohde s&ttm?l' §500, or so_m;:g:

A8 ma necessary, ore approprial Ll ol any mon in
mH not gt.hurwhe appropriated. iy c4 it

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I move the passage of
the joint resolution.

The joint resolution (H. Res. 124) to print 31,000 copies of the enlo-
gies on Thomas A Hendricks, late Vice-President of the United States,
was ordered to been, and read a third time; and being engrossed,
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. ’

Mr, REID, of North Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote by which
the joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to re-
consider be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

SILVEE COINAGE.

Mr, HEWITT. I ask unanimous consent to present at this time,
and have printed in the RECORD, a memorial of savings-banks of the
State of New York, 122 in number, representing 1,165,000 depositors,
in reference to the ion of the coinage of silver. The memorial
is not long. I do not ask to have the names printed.

There being no objection, the following memorial was ordered to be
%;i.nled in the RECORD, and was referred to the Committee on Coinage,

eights, and Measures:

To the hanorable the Senale and House c:{ resendalives
of the Uniled States in Congress assembled :

The undersigned, representatives of the savings-banks of the State of New
York, res lly submit that they hold in trust for over 1,165,000 persons their
savings, avemglmbout $375 for each depositor, the sum of over

$437,000,000, an all the funds and property of the said savi banks and
lati o g lusively tol.hl:gdepodmrs.

all their earnings and

chiefly industrious persons of small means, and that your f:tiuonm have no in-
terest su

therein as custodians for said d tors, chrepresentatives

we ly petition the Congress of the United States to repeal the law
which of the 412{-grain silver dollars,

We heartily agree with the opinions expressed upon this subject by the Presi-

dent of the United States in his recent message, and we pray that it may please
Congress to enact that the said coinage be discontinued, for the reason, among
many others of weight, that its continuance, unregulated by the demands of
trade or by the nbi.l_ll.y of the circulation to absorb it, tends to sever our currency

from the gold d, to eompr the national credit, and to create distrust
in the minds of the peoipla.
To make our securities, principal and interest, payable in silver dollars, and

thereby reduce the exchange value of the savings of the peaple by 20 per cent.,
would be aloss of p power of the funds in the savings-banks of New
York State alone ect‘njvalent to a shrinkage in value of nearly $100,000,000; and
that, as the value of the currency would be alike impaired, whether in savings
banks or elsewhere, this vast sum would represent only a small portion of that
loss to be apprehended from the continned compulsory coinage of the standard
silver dollars, the greater portion of which loss must be borne by the industrial
whose interest we serve,
And your petitioners will ever pray, &c.

ORDEE OF BUSINESS.

L

The SPEAKER. The Chair will now proceed to call the standing

and select committees for reports. 3
H. LEHMAN.

Mr. HEWITT, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported a
resolution in reference to the case of H. Lehman; which was referred
to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to
be printed. =

PERMANENT AND INDEFINITE APPROPRIATIONS.

Mr. RANDALL. By direction of the Committee on Appropriations
I desire to report for the purpose of printing and recommitment a letter
of the Secretary of the Treasury, with accompanying documents, in re-
lation to the bill (H. R. 3271) to repeal certain laws relating to perma-
nent and indefinite appropriations. The object of the committee in
asking that this communication be printed and recommitted is that
the House may be in full possession of the information which is before
the committee.

Mr. BLAND. Would it be in order to ask the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania whether this bill contains any provision for the repeal of any
portion of the existing law in regard to the silver question?

Mr. RANDALL. 1t has no relation to that subject.

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the communication will
be ordered to be printed and recommitted.

Mr. RANDALL. Permit me to say that this document embraces
the opinions of the heads of the different Departments in relation to the
propriety of repealing certain appropriations which are known as per-
manent and indefinite appropriations. The Mint appropriation wonld
be among these. I did not at first understand the gentleman’s ques-
tion. This document is now presented merely for the information of
the House; we are not asking any action upon the proposition.
tthl; BLAND. I thought it best that attention should be called to

e fact.

Mr. RANDALL. Thereis nothing coming from our committee ex-
cept what would be fully stated in the light of day.

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection the communication
will be recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered
to be printed.

JAMES HOOPER.

Mr. HAMMOND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported
back adversely the bill (H. R. 3465) for the relief of James Hooper;
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to
be printed.

UNITED STATES COURTS IN FLORIDA.

Mr. OATES, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back
favorably the bill (H. R. 5221) to change the time of holding United
States cirenit and district courts in the southern district of the State of
Florida; which was referred to the House Calendar, and the accompa-
nying report ordered to be printed.

CITIZENS' NATIONAL BANK, OF LOUISVILLE, KY.

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Banking and Currenecy, re-
ported back with amendments the bill (S. 952) to authorize the increase
of the capital stock of the Citizens’ National Bank of Louisville, Ky.;
which was referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying re-
port ordered to be printed.

ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC SHIP-RAILWAY.

Mr. REAGAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to which was re-
ferred the bill (H. R.2414) to incorporate the Atlantic and Pacific Shi
Railway Company, and for other purposes, reported a bill (H. R. 5885
to incorporate the Atlantic and Pacific ship-railway; which was read
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered
to be printed.

Mr. CRISP. On behalf of the minority of the Committee on Com-
merce I ask leave to file their views upon the bill just reported, and,
inasmuch as we have not had an opportunity to see the report of the
majority, I ask that the minority may be allowed one week within
which to file their views.
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The SPEAKER. If there be no objection leave will be granted to
present within one week the views of the minority of the Committee
on Commerce upon this bill, to be printed with the report of the ma-
jority.

There being no objection it was ordered accordingly.

DISEASES OF CATTLE.

Mr. SWINBURNE, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported
back the memorial of O. M. ‘Wozeneraft, M. D., on the cause and pre-
vention of cattle-fever in the Western States, and Texas-fever or cattle-
plague in the Sonthern States; which, with the accompanying report,
was ordered to be printed and recommitted.

MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr, WHEELER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported
a bill (H. R. 5886) making appropriations for the support of the Mili-
tary Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887; which was read
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the stafe of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered
to be printed.

Mr. WHEELER. T desire to state that I shall call up this bill on
Tuesday next.

POST-OFFICE APPROPRTIATION BILL.

Mr. BLOUNT, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads,
reported a bill (H. R. 5887) making appropriations for the service of
the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887;
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany-
ing report, ordered to be printed.

FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANT.

Mr. PAYSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported
back favorably the bill (H. R. 391) to declare forfeited certain lands
granted to the State of Michigan toaid in the construction of a railroad
from Ontonagon to the Wisconsin State line; which was referred to the
House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed.

RED LAKE INDIAN RESERVATION, MINNESOTA.

Mr, PEEL. Iam directed by the Committee on Indian Affairs to
ask that the bill (H. R. 1269) in relation to the Red Lake Indian res-
ervation in the State of Minnesota be taken from the House Calendar
and recommitted to the Committee on Indian Affairs, as they desire to
consider in connection with the bill some amendments suggested by
the Indian Department.

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the bill indicated by the
gentleman will be taken from the House Calendar and recommitted.

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly.

INSURANCE COMPANTES, DAKOTA.

Mr. BOYLE, from the Committee on the Territories, reported, asa sub-
stitute for H. R. 2831, a bill (H. R. 5888) to legalize and validate the
general laws of the Territory of Dakota for the incorporation of insurance
companies, and to authorize and empower the Legislative Assembly of
said Territory to pass such general laws; which was read a first and sec-
ond time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying
report, ordered to be printed.

By unanimous consent House bill 2831 was laid on the table.

MARYLAND AND DELAWARE FREE SHIP-CANAL,

Mr. COLE, from the Committee on Railways and Canals, reported
back favorably the bill (H. R. 1041) to provide for the construction ot
the Maryland and Delaware free ship-canal as a means of military and
naval defense, and for commercial purposes; which was referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

THE LIGHT-HOUSE TENDER LILLY.

Mr, WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, reported,
as a substitute for H. R. 1775, a bill (H. R, 5859) for the relief of the
officers and crew of the light-house tender Lilly and the inspector of
ihe fourteenth United States light-house district; which was read a
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the Perémte Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be

rinted.
2 By unanimous consent House bill 1775 was laid on the table.
CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

On motion of Mr, SPRINGER, the Committee on Claims was dis-
charged from the further consideration of a letter from the Secretary of
War, transmitting a report from the Quartermaster-General of the Army
upon the claim of Catherine C. B. Merrill, execntrix of C. Merrill, de-
ceased; and the same was referred to the Committee on War Claims.

On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, the Committee on Claims was also dis-
charged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 2088) for the re-
lief of Andrew Shoenfelt, and the same was referred to the Committee
on War Claims,

GRAFTON MUNROE,

Mr. SHAW, from the Committee on Claims, repaorted, as a substitute
for H. R. 4401, abill (H. R. 5890) for the reliefof Grafton Munroe, late

postmaster at Annapolis, Md.; which was read a first and second time,
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar,
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.
By unanimous consent House bill 4401 was laid on the table.
ADVERSE REPORT.

Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back ad-
versely the bill (H. R. 2631) for the relief of John M. Engle; which was
laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed.

JOHN M. ROBESON, DECEASED.

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back
favorably the bill (8. 209) for the reliefof the legal representatives of John
M. Robeson, deceased; which was referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re-
port, ordered to be printed.

ESTATE OF WILLIAM FREDERICK SHLAGEL.

Mr. DORSEY, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, reported,
as a substitute for H. R. 3395, a bill (H. R. 5891) to authorize a patent
for the south half of the sontheast quarter of section 34, in township 22,
of range 15 east of the sixth principal meridian, to Elizar B. Hall, as ad-
ministrator of the estate of William Frederick Shlagel; which was read
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered
to be printed.

By unanimous consent House bill 3395 waslaid on the table.

KANSAS CITY, FORT SCOTT AND GULF RAILROAD COMPANY.,

Mr. ATKINSON, from the Committee on Railways and Canals, re-
ported back favorably joint resolution (H. Res. 26) for the relief of Kan-
sas City, Fort Scott and Gulf Railroad Company; which was referred
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and,
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

NATURALIZATION LAWS.

Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, as a
substitute for H. R. 2905, a bill (H. R. 5892) amending section 1874
of the Revised Statutes and confirming the orders and proceedings of
certain Territorial courts in cases arising under the naturalization laws
of the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred
to th;glouse Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be
printed.

By unanimous consent House bill 2905 was laid on the table,

PERSONAL EXPLANATION.

Mr. COWLES. I rise, Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of making a
parliamentary inquniry. Yesterday, while the House had under con-
sideration the bill (H. R. 4833) relating to the taxation of fractional
parts of a gallon of distilled spirits and when the bill was on its passage,
I demanded the yeas and nays. The proceedings as reported in the
RECORD this morning show that fact. Usually I speak so as to be heard
in this Hall, and it is evident I spoke sufficiently lond yesterday for the
Official Reporter to hear me distinetly. Members in different parts of
the House also heard my demand for the yeas and nays. Now, I wish
to know whether there is any way in which my colleagues and myself
can place ourselves on record.on the passage of that measure ?

I make no reflection, of course, upon the honorable gentleman who
occupied the chair on yesterday in your stead, my distinguished friend
from Illinois [ Mr. SPRINGER]. He did not hear me make the demand
fur the yeas and nays. I can only speak; I can not make him hear.

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know of any method by which
the gentleman from North Carolina can place upon record the fact that
he was opposed to this bill except by the mere statement which the
gentleman has now made.

Mr. STORM. I recollect distinctly standing quite near the gentle-
man from North Carolina and heard his colleague eall for a division,
and immediately afterward the gentleman himself demanded the yeas
and hays. I was near, and remember it distinetly.

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to state, Mr. Speaker, that when a divis-
ion was called for on the passage of that bill nearly every member in
the House, as it appeared, rose to his feet, and I was proceeding to
count and had gotten as far in the count as the middle aisle, when there
was a general cry all over the House, ** no further count demanded.” I
therenpon stopped counting and asked the question, ‘' Is further count
insisted upon ?’’ and waited for some little time for a response. There
being no response, I therenpon announced that no further count being
insisted npon, the bill is passed. It seems that during this announce-
ment the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr, CowLEs] called for the
yeas and nays. Idid not hear the demand, or it certainly shounld have
been recognized, becanse I am especially careful when occupying the
chair to allow gentlemen to have every latitude in the way of division,
tellers, or by the yeas and nays. 1 regret very much the fact that I
did not hear the demand, and only the more regret it because gentlemen
desired to make a record on this bill.

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that I
called for a division on the passage of the bill, and my colleague [ Mr.
CowLEs] demanded the yeas and nays, which demand was not heard.
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The question was taken on a division on the demand made, and while
the count was progressing some gentleman cried out, ‘‘no farther count
demanded.” Then my colleague called for the yeas and nays, as the
REcoRD shows. He desired the yeas and nays upon the bill in order
to go upon the record in opposition to it.

Mr. BRUMM. I would like to add that on this side of the House
the demand was heard by a number of gentlemen right around me—
the demand for the yeas and nays—immediately following the call for
a division.

The SPEAKER. There seems to be no controversy about the fact
that the demand was made.

Mr. BRUMM. I thought it well that it should be understood the
demand was heard on this side of the House.

ADVERSE REPORT.

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 4357) for the re-
lief of Mrs. Josephine D. Hellyer; which was ordered to be laid on the
table, and the accompanying report printed.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

On motion of Mr. MATSON, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (L. R. 3910) for
the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth Ward, and the same was referred to the
Committee on Pensions.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. MURPHY. I demand the regular order.

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for the
consideration of bills. Thehour begins at five minutes before 1 o’clock.
The eall rests with the Committee on Railways and Canals.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to give notice that after
this hour I propose to eall up the pension appropriation bill for consid-
eration.

Mr. MURPHY. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit-
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union.

The motion was to.

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole
on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair.

ILLINOIS AND MISSISSIPPI RIVER CANAL.

The CHAIRMAN. The Houseis now in Committee of the Whole on
the state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill the title
of which the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. . 5860) to provide for the ncceptance by the United States of the pro-
grant of the Illinois and Michigan Canal, and all its appurtenances, from

i]{'le SMC: :]f Illinois, and for the coustruction of the Illinois and Mississippi
ver Canal,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. MURPHY] is en-
titled to the floor for five minutes remaining of the hour begun on yes-
terday. [See page -

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Chairman, I have thought it best to read as a
part of my remarks the report of the committee, feeling confident that
it will perhaps accomplish more good than any remarks I could make
in the time ocenpied by the reading. The report is as follows:

The Committee on Railways and Canals, to whom was referred the bill (H.
R 3022) to provide for the ncceptance by the United States of the pro grant
of the Illinois and Michigan Canal, and all its atﬂnﬂelmncea, and for the con-
struction of the Illinois and Mississippi River Canal, beg leave to submit the
followin refarl.:

The Illinois and Michigan Canal extends from Chicago and the waters of Lake
M chigan southwesterly to the city of La Salle, o distance of 96 miles, and there
connects with the lllinois River Improvement. Thiscanal was built by the State
of Illinois, aided by grant of landsfrom the United States, and has been in success-
ful operation since ﬁn completionin 1847. Itis 60 feet wide at water-line, with n
water depth of 6 feet. Thetotal cost of the work was$6.557,681.50. It has been
the practice of the State to operate the canal on the ];g]icv of low tolls, and yet
its net r ipts over op ing exp is to §2,993,681.74.

By an act of the islature of Illinois, a.plpruved April 28, 1882, “the Illinois
and Michigan Canal, its right of way and all itsa purtena.no:ﬁ and all rights,
tities, and interest which the State has in any real estate ceded to the State by
the United States for canal purposes,” was ceded to the United States upon the
express condition that the grant should be accepted within five years, and that
thereafter the said canal should be maintained as a national water way for eom-
mercinl purpoeses. to be used by all persons without diserimination, under such
rules and regulations as Congress may prescribe. This act was ratified by a
large majority of the voters of the State, at the election of November 7, 1882,

The proposed canal from Hennepin, on the Illinois River, to the Misa‘laaipﬁl.
is designated as the Illinois and Mississippi River Canal, and is known as the
“Hennepin Canal.” It has been surveyed by authority of the Fory-seventh
Congress, under thedirection of the Secretary of War, and the United States en-

neers report * a perfectly feasible route for a canal 80 feet wide at the water-

ine, with 7 feet of water. When completed direct water communication will be
secured between the Great Lakes and the water ways of the East to the Missis-
gippi River on the west and the Gulf of Mexico on the south, The length of the
line from Hennepin to the Mississippi at the mouth of Rock River is 74.5 miles,
A feeder 37.1 miles in length is to be built extending to Dixon, on Rock River,
and called the Rock Island route. Major Benyaurd, in his report, says of the
dimensions of canal and locks:

“1tis to make the canal and feeder 80 feet wide on the water sur-
face, and 7 feet deep, with sl of 1 on 14, The locks for the main canal are 170
feet long and 30 feet wide. These latter dimensions were adopted after consid-
ering the question of low-water navigation on the Upper Mississippi, as nﬂ‘eetigﬁ
bm'fa transportation. e hull measurement of the larger size Lrgm ndngz
to the passage of the locks is, 1i to the custom-h authorities, about
300 tous, though with deeper water afforded by higher stages of the river, and also
by the proposed dimensions of the canal, such barges can, with the box-top, carry

over 600 toms; but we had to begoverned by the minimum draught of the boats
at the most unfavorable stage of the main river.

“The same lock dimensions for the Hennepin Canal were also adopted by
Colonel Macomb in the report of 1874, in tion with the subjectof transpor-
tation routes to the sea-bLoard.”

The estimated cost of constructing this canal and feeder, imlndin%ﬂ%ht of
way, is $6,672,500.67; the estimated cost of enlarging the Illinois and Michigan
Canal, §2 208,019.15; total, $88.971, 208,82, This estimate is for the construction of
w!i'mt. is known as the Rock Island ronte, which is recommended by the com-
mittee.

The i:mpo ition in the bill is to accept of the proffered grant of the Illinois
and Michigan Canal made by the State of Illinois on the terms proposed. and to
construet, under the direction of the Secretary of War, the lllinois and Missis-
sippi River Canal (ealled the Hennepin), thus connecting the great water sys-
tems of the East and West,

Your commitiee deems it necessary to enter more fully into a deseription of
the proposed canal in this report, but would respectfully call the attention of the
House to consideratiuns in favor of the pussage of the vill. -

WHY THE BILL SHOULD BE PASSED.

The four great departments of industry which give employment to our‘reaplo
are agriculture, mining, manufactures, and commerce, and that it is the duty of
the Gover t to pr te and protect each of these branches by wise and ap-
propriate legislation is acknowledged by all, and it must be conceded that the
cost of transportation is a factor of the highest importance, not only to these in-
dustries, but, as we hope to show, to the whole country.

In discussing this guestion it must be borne in mind that the agricultural dis-
tricts, which furnish a surplus of wheat, corn, oats, and barley, lie west of the
Alleghanies, and for the most part these cerealsare produ--ed in the great valleys
of the Mississippi and Missouri and their tributaries. The distance, then, that
these products of the furin must be transported to find a market is very great,
whether that market be furnished by the more sterile Eastern portion of our

own eountry or abroad, whether in New England or Great Britain [t is, more-
over,apparent that to the producer every dollar of the cost of transportation he
is obliged to pay in reaching a market which might have been saved i a burden

laid upon him without a compensation, and for which there is no justification.
A farmer who declines to adopt such improvements as will enable him to pro-
duce a erop of corn or wheat at the least possible cost will soon find himself dis-
tanced in the race for success, Thois is equally true of a Government to which is
intrusted the legisiation necessary to insure the cheapest modes of marketin,
:hﬁ r%tiiutt;ta of the soil. In this active and intelligent age the laggard nation

e nd,

Railway rates on wheat mount up to from 12 to 15 cents per bushel between
Chicago and New York as soon usluke navigation ceases, while in summer it is
scarcely half the higher fizure. The proportionate charge by rail for the transit
of a bushel of wheat between Chieago and Buffulo would be in the winter from
G to 8 cents, while l?' lake it is generally 2 cents, and often less than that, The
freight on a bushel of wheat between maint Paul and Chicagois from 12to 15 cents,
while’Major Benyaurd has shown that by the Mississippi and the Hennepin Ca-
nal itwould not exceed 6 cents. Now,why thisdifference? Weanswerthutit is
owing to the existence ofthe great likes and of the Erie Canal, a free waler way
on w hich heavy articles can be carried at less cost than is possible by railways,
and with which pooling and combination to maintain prices is impossible.

Take another illustration, furnished in the transportation of anthracite coal,
This fuel is wanted for consumption in almost every city and village in the
great Northwest, and if the rates of transportation were reduced, as would be
the case if the Hennepin Canal was in operation, the market for this mine prod-
uct would be increased many fold. This coal is now taken from Erie, Pa.,
and from Buffalo to Chicago for 60 cents per ton, while the railways west from
Chicago charge £2 per ton freight from that city to the Mississippi River.

Now, if this canal was in operation freight on this coal would not exceed 50
cents per ton, thereby saving $1.50 per ton over present railroad rates, and the
saving on salt, iron, nails, oil, glass, paints, and all heavy merchandise would ba

nully great.
equ’ alone in grain and conl will the construetion of this water connection he-
tween the two great national wa er systems of the country prove beneficial to
both producers and consumers, but it is believed that it will prove a substantial
blessing to every manufacturer and employé in all New England, New Yor
New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and Ohio. In short, it will be the great reduceran
regnlator of freight rates from the Missouri and Mississippi to the seacoast. It
will enable the manufacturer to obtain a larger and a betlter market and the
producer a higher price—a benefit toall,

Is further arzument necessary to convinece the most skeptical that the con-
struction of this canal,thus forming a link that will conneect the great Missis-
sippi River with the lakes, thereby furnishing an all-water route to the com-
merce of the East and the produce of the West and Northwest, is orgently
demanded? As it may be asked what relief would that afford, we answer, what
relief do the lnkes, the Erie Canal,and the Hudson River afford? Let us see:
All water rates on grain from Clileago to Buffalo, a distance of 1,000 miles, are
often but 1§ eents per bushel, and contracts have been made from Chieago to
New York, including transfer charges, for 6 cents per bushel, Henee,is not the
conclusion inevitable that if the Hennepin Canal is built and an all-water com-
munication farnished from all points on the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers to
the lakes the present freight charges will be rednr.‘edpmnre than 5) per cent.?

The railroads are charging from the Mississippi and Missouri Valleys to Chi-
cago from 12 to 15 cents per bushel. Now, if this canal was constructed, wheat
waould be carried by water at from 3 to 5 cents i)er bushel from corresponding
points, which would be a saving over present railroad rates of from 8 to 10 cents
per bushel; and thesaving would be equally great on oats, corn. and other prod-
uets. But suppose Lthe saving to be ouly 5 cents per bushel over present rail-
road rates, there would be a saving amounting to millions of dollars annually,
which would be left in the pockets of the people, and not find its way into the
pockets of railroad magnates, It is thus clearly seen that the saving, over pres-
ent railroad rates, in one year would widen and deepen the Michigan and I1li-
nois Canal and construet this canal over and over again.

Your committee, in giving this t?ueatloa that careful thought and considera-
tion which it merits, is not unmindful of the fact that this question of interstate
commerce has been agitated by the public and on the floors of Congress for
years, in the vain hope that some relief would be furnished the people by re-
duction in transportation rates, and we are sorry to say that so far no practical
good has resulted; hence we think it would be an act of wisdom on the part of
this Congress if it would improve and extend our water communications, and
thereby furnish a little practical relief,

Your attention is ealled to & communication on this subject, addressed to the
T.egislature of New York by that distinguished statesman, ex-Governor Sey-
mour, Hesays:

® ® % A falsc and mischievous idea has grown up in our country that Ea-
rope depends upon us for food. This is not true, They ean get all they want
from many parts of the world; from India, South America, and Australia. In
South Ameriea vast herds of cattle are kiiled merely for their hides. The car-
casses are left to deeay. Great Britain, which buys more of our provisions than
nny other ecuntry, is building railroads in Northen India to cheapen transpor-
tation,and in sending farming tools into that region to improve its agricul
This policy has been followed by a great increase in its production of grain.
Within a few years the exportis of wheat from India have grown up to many
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millions of bushels, Thagmmentﬂuflimpemtryiugtommu-
ports as give us such vy balances against them. For this reason, Ger-
many and shut out our pork,and other governments show grea un-

easiness, as we disturb their relationship to their people. Our only eourse is to

d 1 other tries; as labor is higher here than elsewhere, we must de-
pend upon smaller charges for carrying. That region is fast L i
ournnuﬁ tors.

“Weonly to Eurcpe b we have cheap of sending our -
nmh 0& th?i;m markets, Ozt'a I:awﬂl:mu able todo tblubemi use t::huve ct:t d‘;)wu
the ol 1 r exports grow up as carrying rates are cu wn.
Railroads have always followed lower rates upon water routes, but the last are
own by the table of rates in the report on commerce and
navigation of the General Government. Our agricultural interests are the most
important of all. When water routes are closed by winter, railroad rates go up;
when they are opened in spring, rail rates go down. * * * Weare now nhﬁ,
if we are wise, to overcome the greater cost of production in our country, uw‘h;ﬁ-
to our higher ges, by our ch tr portation. We are to have a
struggle to kesp our Jead as a l'uotr-sup lying eountry, and we must give up the
delusion that Europe depends upon us for food. It will only buy of us if we can
deliver it to them atthe lowest cost. The delusion that the Old World depends
upon us for food ulates extravagance in Congress and corruption in Legisla-
tures. If we fail to uphold our water routes as proteetion against unjust and
unwise charges for transporiation, we shall suffer in the future.”

IXTERSTATE COMMERCE.

The question of interstate commerce and of cheapening transportation has en-
med?hu attention of the whole country for years, Thisagitation led the Sen-
ate in thelast Congressto appoint a committee of able and experienced Senators,
who have recently reported Lhe results of their investigations in an able paper.
A careful examination of that report fully discloses the difficulties thatlie in the
way of so controlling railways as to permit of no injustice being done to the
people or to these corporations.

The a%zg:te capital of the railway corporations of the United States is be-
lieved to be over §8,000,000,000, Their affairs are conduected by the best business
talent the country ; they have before them the very natural object of mak-
ing their investments pay, and although these corporations are in all respects

] to the and National Governments which created them, yet they
have rights that must be respected, and theg have interests that must be pro-
tected ; for the whole country hasshared, and must contiuue to in the ben-
efits and blessings of our unequaled extent of railway facilities; but conceding
all this does not justify the conclusion that the Government, by whose authority
these corporations have life, shonld place in their hands the exclusive inland

one of

a

CATTY trade of the country. Railway rates should be alated in the inter-
ests of ¢, and your committee are of the o on t free water frans-
riation is well calculated tosecure thatend. On this pointthe testimony taken

the Select Committee of the Senate on Interstate Commerce is so conclusive,
ies with such foree to the proposed Hennepin Canal, that your com-
their conclusions in this report:

THE EFFECT OF WATER COMPETITION TPON RAILROAD CHARGES,

“The evidence before the commitiee accords with the experience of all na-
tions in izing the water routes as the most effective cheape and reg-
ulators of railway ch Their infl is not fined within the limits of
the territory immediately accessible to water communication, but extends and
controls mir{roaul rates at such remote and interior points as have competing
lines hi of tr port by water. Competilion between railroads
sooner or later leads to combination or consolidation, but neither can prevail to
secure unreasonable rates in the face of direct competition with free natural or
artificial water routes.

“The conclusion of the committee is, therefore, that natural or artificial chan-
nels of communication by water, when favorably located udenamle]y improved,
and properly maintained, afford the cheapest method of 'lnng istance transpor-
tation now known,and that they must continueto exercisein the future, as they
have invariably exercised in the past, an absolutely controlling and beneficially
regulating influence upon the charges made upon anyand all other means of

| N

and a
mittee

WIIEAT AND CORXN.

As official estimate the crop of wheat for the year 1884 in the Upper Missis-
sippi mnmmow bushels, and of corn, for the same year, 837,574,000 bush-
els, making a total of 1,025,923,000 bushels of these two staples. Now, it is well
known that the mar value of this vast amount of grain is determined by the
price that can be obtained abroad for so much of it as seeks a foreign market,
The cost of prodoction and the cost of transportation has nothing whatever to
do in determin the price. Itis not, then, perfectly clear that whatever is
saved in the cost of transportation is an absolute gain to the producer, and, there-
fore, a failure to secure any ble saving in the transportation lays a burden
unnecessarily upon the uecing farmers of the West.

To more definitely show the immense saving which would be effected by the
construction of the posed canal, your committee would again call attention
to the amount of wheat and corn produced in the States of the Upper Missis-
sippi Valley in 1884, as above stated,.showing a total of 1,025.923.000 bushels.
h@w. suppose one-half is ship, eastward for consumption and for export, and
the saving is only 2 cents per el, it reaches over £10,000,000 in a single
whereas, as the saving is equal to at least b cents per bushel, and you
have the fabulous sum of over §25,000,000 annually, to say nothing of the saving
on heavy articles going West, which would amount to many ions more.

THE EFFECT OF FREE WATEE TEANEPORTATION ON EAILWAYS,

ear,

Your g.leu are nnwﬂl&:g to m}m.iti:Pat ehe?peni.ng tr:o rmtim:_ﬂo{l
articles, thus benefiting e, will result in damage 1e great -
wa;?ntnmstu o we believe that whatever is for

of try ; on
good will, in the end, prove inl to our railways.

‘e do not desire to antagonize the railways, which have done so much to de-
velop the country generally, and the great West in particular. The place these
publie corporations have to fill is to serve the purpose of rapid transit for pas-
sengers and mails, and such freighting as can bear thecharges imposed without

S L s Tt OGN B Sl ST 1 fo Seow fletacamiraing fie
vy freig] requiring spe! now demo:
our extended national water ways must be brought into use. Missing links like
the Hennepin Canal must be constructed and the erippled industries of our
t hereby be restored to a condition of health and prosperity.

NATIONAL CHARACTER OF THE WORK.

Your committee would point to the important fact that when the Illinois and
Michigan Canal becomes a national work, and the * Hennepin” a of the
same, then will there be a great public water way connect cago with

ts of barges towed by steam will ply

and connect these three great cities of the West.
The , rice, and cotton of the delia of the Lower Mississippi and the valu-
able of Arkansas, and T will bave ther outlet at

rates which will leave the producer a fair margin, while the produce and manu-
factured arﬁﬂe:m&omdmoﬂh will find their way to the consumers of the

‘When, haoped in the near future wiil be the faet, we have eithera canal
through the Isthmus, or a way provided for carrying over it our merchant

2<
:
£

vessels as they ply between New Orleans and the various sea- of our Tl
laden with le products of

bor republies o uth Americs, the interchan,
Northern and Southern hem eontinent, then our city of
New Orleans should be, and we will be, in readiness to becoms the great
mek:epolis of the Suu&tai:gNew Yor! l:’?t the Ehs:, ;In:l will biev Iilipp_ed witg
& water course perm overy&art our great Mississipp ey, ay, an
through the great lakes to the Gulf of Saint Lawrence. L

EFFECT OX OTUR EXTORT TRADE.

Your committee wonld be unfaithful to the interests of this great internal im-
provement if they failed {o call the attention of the House to the intimate con-
nection that exists between our export of ce especially of wheat, and cheap
transportation. The States of Illingis, Iowa, uri, Minnesota, Kansas, and
Nebraska, all lying westward from Ch y ATE lnrﬁu wheat-producing States,
For many years the surplus wheat and flour of the United States have found a
market in Great Britain, but it has already red that we are severly men-
;tme:i{ with competitors for this great market, a fact that demands our serious at-

ention,

Our shipments of cereals to foreign markets have gradually fallen off, In 1880
our exports of these commodities amounted to 258,000,000 bushels and decreased
from year to year until in 1855 the shipments fallen to 162,000,000, being a
decrease of 126,000,000 in five years. During the same period there has been a
constant increase in wheat ipments to the English markets from Australia,
Russin, and India. Theinerease in exports of wheat from the latter country have
been most remarkable. In 1872 the first experimental cargo came to Liverpool
from India. In 1875 she sent only 1,500,000 of bushels; in 1882, 37,000,000, and last
year India shipped to England over 60,000,000 of bushels,

WHAT EXGLAND IS DOING IN INDIA.

How comes it to that the shipments of wheat from India have increased
so enormously ? The answer is that the English Government has expended
large amounts of money,over $100,000, to cheapen the tion of wheat
from inland India to the seaboard, and thus the production of wheat, which be-
fore was without a market, been increased. What, then,1s the duty
of the American Congress? Shall we ¥ the contest for a market without a
struggle? BShall we not rather n now to improve our natural water courses
and to construct such eonnecting as the Hennepin Canal, to the end that
the remote portions of our great country may be brought as near as possible to
the sea by cheap freights, and thus maintain a foreign market for our surplus?

The period will doubtless come in our country when, with a hugly incrensed
population and a diversified industry, all of our tillable soil will nired to
produce the breadstufls we shall then need for home consumption; but time
enough must elapse before we reach that point to justify a determined effort on
our part to maintain for our surplus ee that foreign market we have so long
enjoyed. Suppose we fail in this, and as a consequence the balance of trade
turns against the United Siates; will any one tend that fi inl disaster
and commercial ruin would not be the result? If we would avert the dire con-
sequences that most cerlainly would follow such a changed condition of our for-
eign trade, we must see to it that our inland rates of transportation on our sur-
plus cereals are reduced to a minimum, and your committee believe that the
construction of the proposed eanal woukl do more to aceomplish that end than
would be possible in any other expenditure of the same amount of money,

EHALL THE UNITED STATES BUILD THE CAXAL.

But, says the objector, you may be correct in your estimate of the great im-

riance of cheap inland transportation; it may be true that agrieulture, min-
ng, manufuctures, and commerce may all be greatly benefited in the way you
describe, but it is not right for the General Government to undertake to build
canals within States; the States through which these public improvements may
chanee to be located should construet at their own cost.

When the Hennepin Canal is in operation, its benefits will be felt in every
county between the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers, and in Kansas and Ne-
braska as well. Indiana and Ohio will send their bituminous coal, and Penn-
sylvania her anthracite and her iron ore more cheaply to the West, and so will
New England and New Jersey feel the influence of reduced rates of freight;
while the Empire State, with her unrivaled metropolitan seaport, will share
with Philadelphia and Baltimore in the increase and permanence of a foreign
trade, which without c‘hea? inland freight would not exist. Shall it be said that
Illinois should do all this? Nay, verily. Your ttee are brought to the
conelusion that too much has already been done by the General Governmentin
the improvement of our water courses to allow such an unjust poliey to prevail;
too many millions have already been expended on improvements not a whit
more national in their character than the canal, by w! it is proposed to sim-
ply remove an obstruction that nature has left in the way of connecting the
waters of the Gulf of Saint Lawrence with those of the Guif of Mexico, to jus-
tify the conclusion that any single State should construet this canal. .

COMMEXDATIONS AXD INDORSEMESNTS.

No publie improvement, in the knowledge of your ecommiitee, has received
the indorsement that this has, As early asthe year 1843 a water convention was
held ut Memphis, Tenn., with Hon. John C. n, that strict constructionist
of South Carolina, as presiding officer. It was represented by five hundred and
fifty-three gentlemen from sixteen States and the following resolution passed
that body unanimously :

Resolved, That the project of eonnmit:gelhe Mississippi River with the lakes
of the North by a eanal, and thus with the Atlantic Ocean, is a measure worthy
of the enlightened consideration of Comn »

In 1572 the President of the United States called the attention of Con to
this canal and other waler improvements, and suggested the selection of a com-
mittee, with power to investigate and act. In compliance with the President's
o the Senate selected seven out of that body, Senator William Windom, of
Minnesota, being its chairman.,

By referring to 233 of the report made by that committee to the Senate
you will find the following statement made :

freight charged by the Chlag. Rock Island and Pacific Railway Com-
pany is 8 cents perlw‘flounds from Henry to Ch , between which points
there is water competition, while the rate to wi, only 12 miles her
west than Henry, and the effect of canal oompeﬂ‘lion, is 15 cents per 100
pounds, nearly as much for 12 miles as for 100 miles.”

And it is proper for your committee to state that both these points are on the

canal, Henry east of Henn and Tiskilwa west.

A further reference to that report of the Senate committee will show its in-
dorsement and strong reasons why it shonld be constructed in the interest of
commerce. The General Assembly of the State of Town did, in 1864, in 1870, in
1874, in 1880, in 1882, in 1884, and at the present session of its tiire, memo-
i construction of this canal. Tllinois, t!

rialize Congress for the gh its

lative body, has also gf:.awdty memorialized Co: and requested iis repre-

sentatives to support improvement. The ture of New York has twice
d 1t ,almostn i 1y, urging Comn, to construct this canal,

Endmc{uadedlhrementﬂhmhvoﬁeuqzm therefor.
In 1884 President ur saw proper to call the attention of the Forty-eighth
Congress Pyspeoill message to l.}'ne public importance of this water communica-
Hhom: snd thetel ded its ricdased

The Forty-seventh Congress ordered a survey of said canal and appropriated
£30,000 to pay the expense,
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Maj. W. H. H. Benyaurd, of the Civil Engineer made said survey, and
hia?ej rts and estimates are on file, and we are con tthat a careful
of re will satisfy the most skeptical that this canal should be built be-
cause of its worth and merit, F

Every convention that has been held in the interest of Western water ways
has given this canal a favorable indorsement. We will refer to a few particu-
arly: One in Saint Louis, in 1830; one in the city of Davenport, Iowa, in 1881;
one in New Orleans, in 1885, and one in Saint Paul, last September. These
conventions were composed of hundreds of delegales, representing all the
States in the Mississippi and Missouri Valleys, North mﬁ&um.ﬂatggovmom.
members of Congress, and United States Senators of those States, it pleases
your committee to say that after eareful and general discussion all of these

bodies cﬂmlatim I::;‘animonsly ini mhm fcunstruetlon of this

canal, and urgin, mgress to make an appropriation for.

1t has been md%md twice t:iy the National Board of Trade, held inWaslllng;
ton iulgﬂ‘i!y' 1854 and 18%5,and by the Industrinl Congress, held in Chicago

y‘

In March, 1885, a select it was appointed by the Senate to investigate
and report upon the subject and regulation of transportation by railroad and
water routes. nee to pages 167 to 175 inclusive, it will be seen that that
committee, after eareful investigation, concluded that this water improvement
was absolutely necessary in the interest of commerce, and that the General Gov-
ernment should, without further delay, make the n appropriation.
The last Congress was petitioned by the leading wholesale merchants, ess
men, and manufacturing companies of New ven, Meriden, Norwich, and
Hartford, Conn.; of Manchester, N. H.; of Fitchburg, Worcester, Springfield,

d, North Adams, and Holyoke, Mass., and of Pil.tab\.rrgh. Pa.

The commercial bodies of Chi Saint ﬁanl, Minneapolis, Saint Louis. La
Crosse, Duluth, Davenport, Musecatine, Rock Island, Buffalo, Syracuse, and New
York have all memorialized Congress for its construction.

The New York Board of Trade and rtation has a membership of one
thousand business firms in New York eity. It devotes its income and time to
the consideration and decision of questions of publicinterest. Itisnotatrading
body. Twice this board has indorsed the ** Hennepin Canal,” after careful eon-
sideration and full discussion.

Your committee would eall particular attention to the lan of one of these
indorsements, namely, the Produce Exchange, of New York. They number
three thousand members, and they never take action without eareful delibera-

to gxger committee, and then act on their m?orl. And it
must be said to their they gave this canal their unani ndor t,
which was prefaced by saying:

“That this was the first time since their organization that they had recom-
mended the General Government to nid or construct internal improvements, or
had asked or advised their Representatives in Congress to vote appropriations
for any internal improvement of any kind; that this was an exception, and if
they were not firmly convinced that it had merit they would not depart from
their universal rule.”

WOULD THE EXPENDITURE BEE A PROFER ONET

Agninitmay be thought that the amount required to construet the “Ilennepin®
and improve the present eanal ($0,000,000) is too large a sum for such a locality.

Reference has already been made to the saving of $10,000,000 per annum on
grain freights slone, which it is believed this great improvement will secure,
and in this connection your committee beg leave to refer to the amount of in-
ternal-revenue tax collected in the last fiscal year from the States that produce
nulmis:ely theleereﬂu for which cheap transportation will be secured by build-
ing this canal:

U e e e B R B S R S e e e 823,075, 884 61
Towa 222 059 15
Kansas 170, 202

Nel 1,971,296 12
Minnesota...... 492,704 97
Missouri 6, 276, 165 55

. 34,228,202 72

It will be seen that a small per cent. of the amount thus actually paid into the
United States Treasury annually by the States named would build the * Hen-
nepin* and improve the Illinois and Michigan Canal as pro) ; and itshonld
not be forgotten that the 3eopia of these States contribute their full share to the
payment of whatever of duties on imports are laid to raise the revenue and to

tect the mannfacturing ind ies of the try. States do not come
ere to ask for themselves special favors, but only that which is manifestly for
the interest of all sections, and to the injury of none.

The people of these States are as intelligent, ns enterprising, and as fair-minded
as any other, and it is not too much to say that, in the name of fair play, they
insist on the construction of this great improvement,

Whenever it shall be in the future, as it has been in the past, that the great
Northwest shall be called on to vote for the improvement of our harbors and
rivers, or to do nnﬁthi.ng pmmﬂdy demanded in the interest of commerce, its
Representatives will not withhold the needed aid; and your committee will not
doubt but that Congress will, by the passage of this bill, accept the grant of the
Illinois and Michigan Canal, generously offered by the State of Illinois, and con-
struct the Illinoisand Mississippi River Canal, thus uniting the great water sys-
tems of the East and West and of the North and South in one grand highway
for internal commerce.

Your committee therefore, in consideration of the importance of the construe-
tion of the Hennepin and Rock Island Canal, and of theen ent of the Illi-
nois and Michigan Canal, in the interest of the great and rap l;g:-nwingwm-
merce of the country and of the people, and ﬁeciaﬂy of th west, :zfpcrc
back T d P = the

said House 3022 with a substitute, a atga
substitute.

Mr., Chairman, is it not an admitted fact that no other country has
80 many great rivers and lakes, extending from the far interior to the
tide water in so many directions, as ours? Great navigable channels
for commerce, with comparatively few obstructions, and who says these
obstructions shall not be removed, the channels opened, widened, and
deepened, so that Congress can have some hope in the near future to
render aid and comfort to the producer of the Northwest and furnish
help and contentment to the consumer of the East, a nniversal blessing
that all good people would take pride in? For the true ohject in life
is happiness, and, as governments are founded solely for the benefit of
the governed, why should not this Government, as a blessing to our
people, improve our natural water ways, and construct artificial ones,
when such action will be productive of so much good ?

Yes, Mr. President, um?orlntion by water is admitted to be the
cheapest possible the world over, and we, the American people, who
boast that we are correct by instinet, have made the least water im-

provement for navigation in the interest of commerce of any civilized
nation.

For who does not knoyw that the sum total for internal improvements
in this country is utterly insignificant when compared with those of
European countries of far less financial ability ?

Now, in modern times civilization has but two modes of transporta-
tion—by rail and by water. Has not the Government of the United
States furnished hundreds of millions of dollars to aid railways thatare

rivate corporations and under the control of persons and individuals?
g‘or we all know that this question of interstate commerce, in the blind
effort to furnish a remedy by Congressional action, has so far proven
abortive and done no good, that State assistance and legislative action
have accomplished but little. And I am confident that when the Con-
gress of these United States found no legal or constitutional ohjection
to voting aid and assistance to private corporations, in the interests of
the public, it ought not and will not hesitate to grant the same aid and
assistance to improve our natural water ways and construct artificial
ones when it is seen that necessity demands them as the only correct
and certain regulators of railroad rates.

And it onght, and will, give fo the commerce of the East and the pro-
ducers of the West and Northwest the cheapest possible transport, which
is by water.

Mr. Chairman, the construction of this canal will connect the Upper
Mississippi with the great lakes, and 600 miles of that father of waters
will be made available and will make navigation continuous and com- .
plete from the city of Saint Paul to the great lakes, and thence to the sea-
board, a distance of 2,000 miles. You may ask, what is the induce-
ment? What relief would that afford? I answer, what relief do the
lakes, the Erie Canal, and the Hudson River afford? Why, rates on
grain from the Western lake ports to Buffalo, a distance of 1,000 miles,
are often but 1} cents per bushel—ithas been shipped for less—and con-
tracts have been made from these ports to New York, including transfer
charges, for G cents per bushel. Hence will any one doubt or dispute
the statement, that if this canal is built, and an all-water communiea-
tion furnished fromall points of the Mississippi River to the lakes, that
the present freight charges will be reduced from 50 to 75 per cent.;
that instead of paying 12 to 15 cents per bushel it will be earried from
3 to 5 cents per bushel. Which saving will leave in the pockets of the
producers millions that are now paid ont to railroad corporations and
companies; and what is true of the grain shipped East is equally true
of merchandise shipped West. Take, for example, by way of illustra-
tion, the anthracite coal of Pennsylvania, which, you well kaow, is
constumed in largequantities in the Northwest since the introduction of
base-burning stoves into domestic economy. This coal is brought by
water from Erie, Pa., and laid down in Chicago, a distance of over
1,000 miles, for 60 cents per ton; and you all know it costs to-day $2 per
ton to transport this coal to the Mississippi River, a distance of less than
200 miles.

Now, construct this Hennepin Canal and it will not eost 50 centsper
ton—thereby a saving of $1.50 per ton over present railroad rates.
What is true of coalis equally true of salt, nails, oil, glass, lumber, iron,
paints, and all other heavy merchandise; and equally true of Eastern
shipments of all kinds of grain and farming products.

And, Mr. Chairman, I now make the statement that, by comparison
and mathematical calenlation, if you adopt this report, and this great
water way is opened from the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers to the
lakes, the surplus grain of the States of Illinois, Jowa, Kansas, Ne-
braska, Minnesota, and Wisconsin, there will be a saving of G cents per
bushel over present railroad rates now charged, and 6 cents per bushel
would amount to $31,326,105.50. This is no dream of fancy, for the
annual board of trade for the city of Chicago, which is as follows, proves
its correctness, which I now read:

4. The vast volume attained by the annual cereal product of the States directly
tributary to the Upper Mississippi presents yet additional support to the plea
for an all-water tra tion route to the East. The annual report of the Chi-
cago Board of Trade for 1882 estimates the crop yield thus:

Illinois : Bushels. | Nebraska : Bushels,
WHeab...coi i ansinsnisass D2, 302,000 WWheRb. ..o vrianeroine - 14,947,200
Corn 187, 336, 900 Corn 82,478, 200
Oats... EESEE S GOG, 000 Ot s s wes 44, 555, TOO

Total 258, 335, 800 Tokal......ccssusnssnssasansas 141, 981, 100

Towa Minnesota:

Wheat

Corn...

sesnienas 213,400, 600 |
total of 1,047,536,850 bushels as the

Tobalserviseiis
Thus is presented a

uect of three
cereals only in a single year from six States, constituting only & part of the

widely extended area
Upper Mississi
ward from New

n to be affected and benefited by an extension to the
i of the water-route system of t portati shi west-
ork, but now having its western terminus at Chicago. But

consideration of these facts would be seriously incomplete were it not made to
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include the fact that, vast as are the tes of ‘:mdncduna in the States
named for the year lmmz;hey are certain to be yet largely increased year by
wear. Comparstive statistics are nlmost startling in that Thus, as a
single illustration where many might be given, the wheat product of Towa from
1Y to 1860, as shown by earefully compiled statistics, aggregated 50,000,000
bushels ; from 1860 to 1870, 195.000,000; from 1870 to 1851, 375,000,060 bushels, Of
corn the yield was, from 1549 to 1860, 250,000,000; from 1860 to 1870, 550,000,000 ;
and from 1870 to 1881, 1,800,000,000 bushels, Estimating the wheat at 85 cents

r bushel and the corn at 35 cents, a curious statistician has recently shown
{::'e Clinton lowa Agrieulturist, February 2, 1883) that the total value of these
two crops in lowa, excluding those of 182, would equal $1,177,000,000, or more
than the highest estimate of the value of all the gold product of California from
its discovery on June 19, 1848, to June 30, 1581,

Yes, Mr.Chairman, itisadmitted and can not be denied but that cheaper
transportation isabsolutely necessary if weintend to find a marketabroad
for our surplus products. Fur it is 8 maxim in commercial law that
man will boy where he can buy the cheapest and sell where he can sell
the dearest, and as experience shows that water routes are the cheapest,
why should not we improve our natural water routes and construct ar-
tificial ones, when, like the Erie Canal and this canal, they only form
counecting links? And I refer inthis connection to the following state-
ment by Mr. Horatio Beymour, jr. He says:

Experience shows that water routes are the cheapest for many kinds of trans-
portation, as will be made clear by the following statement:
Average rate per bushel of grain.
Chiecago to Liv- New York to
erpool, Liverpool.
-] o i =
x| = ke 8
a4 e s
i g .E;E g 5 EE
= P =
g |8 | & | a |4
1 P e s S el po e e e 5.3 29.0 42.6
18689, H.1 2.0 .1
1870, 17.5 2.0 33.3
1871 21.8 25.0 310
1872 26.6 23.0 33.5 .
1573.... 19.2 26.0 33.2 Y
1874 14.2 16.9| 28.7| 18.16| 15.66
1875, 1.4 14.6 24.1 | 16.14 14.24
1876 9.7 11.8| 16.5| 16.04| 15.28
1877, 7.5 15.8 20,3 | 13.86 13.52
1878 In.1 1.4 17.7 | 1522 14.18
1879..... 13.0 13.3| 17.3| 12.40| 1L%0
1580, 13.2 15.7 19.7 1L76 10.20
1881 18.6 10.4 14.4 8.10 9,50
1882 8.7 10.9 14.6 : -
January 1 to November 1, 1883............... 9.16 12.0 I8 e
Six months, January 1 to July 1 0,08 12.50

It will be seen from the foregoing statement that the average differ-
ence in an all-rail route of transport from Chicago to New York of grain
since 1868 to 1882 is a saving of 93 cents per bushel on the average by
an all-water route over anall-rail ronte. And thissavingon the amount
we ship abroad in 1880, which was 288.000,000 bushels, as given by
official statement, would be two millions eight hundred and odd thousand
dollars. And as our foreign shipmentsare only about one-halfthat is
transported from the West to the East we can correctly caleunlate on at
least $2.000,000 more saved by an all-water transport for home consnmp-
tion. That would make $4,800,000s8aved by water transportation over
rail routes from Chicago to New York in one year, and if the saving on
Western shipments wasan equal sum, thatwould be asaving 0f$9, 600,000;
and in this conneetion I wish to call your attention to the reports of
the leading trunk lines. collated by Mr. Joseph Nimmo, jr., in a table
illustrating the suecessive reduction of freight chargeson those roadsand
on the Erie Canal, respectively, which furnish striking evidence on this
point. I read from Internal Commerce of the United States for 1880,
appendix, page 230:

Of twelve of the railroads therein enumerated, maintaining an average freight
charge of from 155 to 3.168 cents per ton per mile, respectively, in 1868, the only
ones maintaining for the year 1850 an average freight charge of .88 of a cent per

ton per mile weret having no water-route competition. This is a summary
of that exhibit us to the charges for 1830 per ton per mile:

RAILROADS HAVING COMPETITION IN WATER ROUTES.

Per ton per mile.
New York Central Railroad $0 00.88
Pennsylvania Railroad 00. 88
New York, Erie and Western Railroad.. 00. 84
Philadelphin and Erie Railroad 00, 56
Lake Shore and Michigan Southern Railrofd.....ccciciiie isssissse saecisennass 00,75
Michigan Central Rajlsoad.......... ..... 00, 842
Pittsburgh and Fort Wayne Railroad 1879, for 1880 not given)....... 00,76

RAILROADS KOT COMPELLED TO MEET WATER-ROUTE COMPETITION.
Per ton per mile,

Boston and Albany Railroad $0 01.20
Chicago, Burlington and Quiney Railroad (for 1879, for 1830 not given).. 0L 023
Chicago and Northwestern Railroad (for 1879, for 1830 not given)......... 01. 49
(H;imgo‘, Milwaukee and Saint Paul Hailroad (for 1579, for 1850 not -
ven .
Chieago, Rock Island and Pacific Railroad (for 1879, for 1880 not given).. 01.21
Erie Canal rate for 1880.................. 000.49

Thus it will be seen that the four leading trunk railroads running to Chicago
from the Upper Mississippi Valley States maintained an average of .63 of n cent
per ton per mile freight charge in excess of the average freight charge of seven
other trunk railroads eastward of Chicago, where tariff rates were, as Mr, Fink
has explained, constantly under the control of the potentially operative compe-
tition of the water routes of the lakes and the Erie Canal. The fact thus cited
to attention is a very important one. Its existence is urged as furnishing an
argument for the opening up of an extension of the waler route of the lukes
to I.l;;é}pper Mississippi so strong that its force can neither be moderated nor
escaped.

Is any more argument necessary? Will any more be required to
support the proposition that if the Government of the United States
will do its duty to ‘he people and construct this canal the people ot
the Northwest can save 50 per cent. over present rates of transporta-
tion, and 50 per cent. would amount to over $10,000,000 annually?
And when you add to that a corresponding saving of 50 per cent.
to the Eastern people on their manufactured goods and other prod-
ucts, that would be a saving of $10,000,000 to them, making an an-
nunal saving over present rates of $20,000,000. Thus it can be seen
with the naked eye that the saving over present railroad rates in
one year would build the canal three times. Henece, in the light of
the foregoing, will any gentleman on this floor contend for a moment
that this internal (not, as it is sometimes termed, ‘‘infernal’’) improve-
ment is not worthy, meritorious, and necessary? This is no ] mat-
ter, for cheap transportation benefits the consnmers and producers alike.
Itis true the farmers aremore urgentin demanding these improvements,
because cheap transportation is indispensuble to foreign markets for their
surplus grain. And is there any question more seriously agitated by
the public to-day, or of so much importance as to guard with zealous:
care the agricultural interests?

For you all know it has heen the greatest factor in the commercial
prosperity of this nation, and will continue to be, if rightand justice is
done. Yon may ask what special rights the farmer has over any other
class for consideration. I will answer: They have all the right which
the furnishing of 80 per cent. of all our exports during the last sixty
years can give them, and they have the further right—they furnish the
preduction from whence comes our internal revenue.

8o, yon see, all the other interests combined export only one-fifth as
much as the farmers, and any one of them has received five times as
much care, aid, and protection from this Government. Will this eon-
tinne ? If we act wisely it will not, but if we act unwisely, and fail to
do our duty by constructing this canal and improving all our water
ways, thereby increasing our facilities and reducing the present cost of
carriage, we will find that our producing rivals, Russia, Australia, and
India, will supply the Liverpool market instead of the United States of
America. For if that market takes its supply from these nations, our
surplus will be a burden; and, believe me, this is no dream of faney,
for a casual investigation will show the sitnation and danger.

Will any one deny that it is a maxim of commercial law *‘that man
will buy where he can buy the cheapest, and'sell where he can sell the,
dearest?’’ And hence, is itnot a mathematical conclusion that the sav-
ing of 5 to 10 cents per bushel on our hundreds of millions of surplus,
in its carriage, would find a demand that if not saved it would not?
And is it not wise and just to protect our farmers, and let them enjoy
in the future, the same as in the past, the sunshine and comfort that
$200,000,000 will furnish from thesale of thesesurplus products abroad ?
For if we have a foreign market, that is the amount we will receive.

Yes, my friends, investigation tells us that we have to-day formi-
dable competitors in the Liverpool markets, and their growth and
strength increases daily. 'Welearn that India, one of our competitors,
sent her first trial cargo to Liverpool in 1872, In 1875 she sent1,500,-
000 bushels of grain. She kept on increasing yearly until in 1832 she
shipped over 37,000,000 bushels of wheat; which increase has continued
until last year she shipped 74,000,000 bushels, being three-fourths as
much as the United States exported in1830. Now, Iask in all eandor,
is not this conclusive that this competition is real, substantial, and
permanent ?

Supply and demand is the arbitrary rule that fixes prices, not by
force of imagination or supposition, but by mathematical calculation.
And remember there is no protection, low or high tariff. to aid or assist
our honest farmers in finding a market for their surplus products.

But it issaid canals are played out, and this age and generation are too
progressive; that we have not time to give them thought or considera-
tion; and I fully realize that before you can convince you must be heard,
and yon can not be heard without attention. And while I am satisfied
that all things have their day and generation, do we not believe in res-
urrection and reform? And how often do we find reform absolutely
necessary in all departments of life, for we have ups and downs in life
the same as ** puts and calls,” :

Yes, Mr. Chairman, history tells us that during the latter half of the
eighteenth century there was a greater rage for canals than firrailroads.
In the third quarter of this—thenineteenth—century it was the reverse,
and I am of the opinion that the latter part of this century will ever be
faanous for the canals constructed.

In England and Wales they have 4,332 miles of inland water ways, of
which 2,919 are canals, and the total cost is estirsated at $100,000,000.

Russia has 900 miles of eanal, which, in most instances, unite head-
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waters of rivers that have their outlets at opposite extremities of the
continent.

Sweden abounds in lakes which cover 14,000 square miles, with no
navigable rivers except those which have been made so by internal im-
prevements and canals. Sweden has nevertheless great internal navi-
gation, her lakes, rivers, and bays being connected by over 300 miles of
canals. There is direct water communication between the Baltic Sea
and Gothenburg, and the distance from Stockholm to Gothenburg is 370
miles—one 50-mile canal, and the same distance along the Baltic; the
balance of 270 miles is through lakes, bays, and rivers, and thus made
made navigable.

Germany had in 1878 1,250 miles of canals, 70 in number, which are
being increased annually.

Holland has 930 miles of canals and 340 miles of river navigation.
The North Holland Canal, 52 miles long and 16 feet deep, is the greatest
work of its day. It was constructed from 1819 to 1825 at a cost of
$4,500,000,

France has the Canal du Mede, which unites the Atlantic with the
Mediterranean and Bordeaux with Cette. The celebrated canal of
Languedoc was built from 1667 to 1681—two hundred years ago. It
is 171 miles in length and 5 feet 3 inches deep. It seems France has
8,120 miles of inland water transportation—by river, 4,997 miles, and
canal, 3,123 miles. Actual cost of these canals, §163,690,715; for river
improvements, $67,785,152, being a total, up to 1872, of $231,475,867
expended by France for internal improvements; and in the face of this,
in 1878 the estimated cost of canals and other internal improvements
yet to be completed and constructed, $200,000,000 more. Hence it will
be seen that France, with a standing army of over five hundred thou-
sand men, three hundred and two ships of war, and fifty thousand
marines, at an annnal cost of $115,000,000, a public debt of four and
three-quarter billions, almost double the amount which our national
debt ever was, and a population of only 37,000,000, has expended on
her water ways double what we have. And now, Mr. Chairman, I wish
to contrast the action and expenditure of France for cheap water trans-
portation with the United States, for an examination will tell us that
our Government has only expended for all kinds of internal improve-
ments since its foundation the small sum of $111,000,000; and out of
this sum canals have only had a trifle over $10,000,000.

Mr. Chairman, shall the nations of the Old World teach us the duties
of the hour? Are we willing to yield the proud position of leader in
the world's proud march of progress to which we have been called by
the god of nature? -

This nation of ours, administered by the people and for the people,
should not rest until our national water ways that are navigable are
made perfect and complete by water connections like this canal.

Yes, this canal is demanded by every reason which should influence
statesmen to legislate for the good of the people.

Will any one deny that the industry of our country is paralyzed for
the want of money which lies locked up in the Treasury, and if paid
ont only on Government bonds will not aid or assist the commercial in-
terests of our country or find bread and meat to the poor and needy who
are willing to work early and late to keep gaunt want and wretched
poverty from darkening their firesides? e?es, Mr. Chairman, we will do
our duty and pay out, I hope, millions of dollars that are now rusting
in the Treasury for this and other much needed public works, which
action will result in a blessing to our people whose representatives we
are, and thereby warm the firesides and gladden the hearts of thou-
sands of our fellow-citizens by giving them employment and thereby
put bread into the mouths of their suffering families.

And in this connection I wish to call the particular attention of this
House to a question asked by our friend BLANCHARD, from Louisiana,
and the reply thereto of Hon. J. C. Dore, of Chicago, when before the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors at this session of Congress.

Mr. BLANCHARD said: ** Would it not be proper to say, if we were
to take one-half of what it costs France, England, or Germany to main-
tain their standing armies—such armies as we do not maintain—and
put that in improvements, it would accomplish a great deal of good 2’

Mr. Dore, answering, said: ‘‘Inferentially I am on the same line.
The United States has no such burden. It is a common saying that we
have no navy, and our Army islittle more than sufficient fora national
police; and yet, forsooth, with an immense annual surplus of revenue,
how many of our legislators will say this great nation of sixty millions
of people, and having now fifty billions of dollars of wealth, can not
afford to spend $25,000,000 annually on internal improvements? If
we intend to compete with other nations in the markets of the world
we must adopt the same means to insure snccess, if we can not do better.
Ifwe do not, we shall not deserve success and will continue to be beaten
as we are now.”’

And, gentlemen on this floor, are we ready to yield the proud posi-
tion of leader in the world’s grand march of p ? Are we willing
to l;'lllao;v our foreign market to be taken from us and captured by foreign
Tiv

Mr. Chairman, I have no interest in this subject, except the interest
I take in all things that concern the honor and welfare of my country
and its prosperity. We are to have a hard struggle to keep our lead
as a food-supplying country, and we must give up the delusion that

Europe depends upon us for food, for it will only buy of us if we can
deliver at the lowest cost. The delusion that the Old World depends
upon us for food stimulates extravagance in Congress and corruption in
legislatures. 1f we fail to uphold our water routes as protection against
unwise and unjust charges for transportation, we will suffer in the
fature. Yes, Mr. Chairman, it is estimated that the United States can
produce to-day enough to supply 100,000,000 of people, while our con-
sumption is for 50,000,000, so that we have a surplus of 100 per cent.
‘What is to be done with this surplus if we can not compete and find a
market abroad? Must it not rot in the storehouse? And in this con-
nection I wish to call your close attention to a vital fact, and npon
which rests our future prosperity, and that fact is a sell~evident truth.
If we have a market where we can take and sell our surplus products
we will prosper, but if we have not we will not. To providea market
for our surplus is the question, for in my judgment our want in the
near futare is a market for our products.

To-day our want is supplied by a foreign demand, but who is bold
enough to assume that it will continue with the sharp competition of
rival nations that are to the front to-day? Inthat competition we can
only hope to be successful by a cheaper transportation to the seaboard.
Hence it is that the united producing interests of this country demand
with one voice that Congress shall make the necessary appropriations to
improve our natural water ways and construct artificial ones, when
they form a connecting link, like the Hennepin Canal, to the end that
our prosperity in the past will be enjoyed in the future, for without a
market our surplus would be a burden; and remember, you never miss
the water ill the well runsdry. And, Mr. Chairman, I say how we are
to provide, keep, and hold a market for what we have to sell is one of
the most important subjects that can command the attention and re-
spect of American statesmanship, for good statesmanship will not only
provide for the present, but, if wise, will look into the future. So I
may say that the construction of this water way by the General Gov-
ernment is needed and demanded, and that demand is voiced by the
merchants and manufacturers of the East, seconded by the consnmers
of western products, and echoed back by ten millions of the producers
of the Northwest, who have sweat and toiled, early and late, in the use-
less effort to contend by laborand patient toil against the unjust charges
and willfol extortions of rai

And, Mr. Chairman, in this statement I am but echoing the refined
wisdom of that distinguished statesman, President Monroe, who in his
first message to Congress said. I quote:

When we consider the vast extent of territory in the United States, the great
amount and value of its productions, the ction of its parts, and other cir-
cumstances on which their prosperity and happiness depend, we can not fail to
entertain a high sense of the advantage to be derived from the facility which
may be afforded in the intercourse between them by means of roads and
canals. Never did a country of such vast extent offer equal inducements to im-

&w&emenuor this kind, nor ever were consequences of such magnitude involved
em.

Yes, Mr. Chairman, they are of great magnitude. Now, take this
link in water connection—the Hennepin Canal—which connects the
Mississippi River and its tributaries and our great inland lakes. Look
at the map attentively; study it carefully. The now called Michigan
and Mississippi Canal will carry freight from the Mississippi River to
Lake Michigan at Chicago, and from thence the lakes will earry it to
Buffalo, thenece by the Erie Canal and the Hudson River to New York
city, and from New York city by water around the world.

And, Mr, Chairman, if a single doubt rests in the mind of any gen-
tleman on this floor I feel confident it will be removed when his atten-
tion is called to an article published in the New York Herald, prepared
by that well-known writer on water ways, Col. Alexander D. Ander-
son, of New Orleans. He says:

Of the hundreds of streams which comprise the Mississippi River system forty-
three are navigable, and either intersect or border twenty-one of the forty-seven
States and Territories.

These twenty-one States and Territories contain 51 per cent. of the nation's
area and 58 per cent. of the porpu]ation.

The heads of navigation of the respective rivers are designated by cross
marks on the accompanying diagram.

The total mil of the forty-three rivers is 15,640,

The mileage of navigation attaching to each of the twenty-one States and
Territories is npproximated as follows:

Arl 2,100 | Indian Territory...ccseemermrssssonsenn 720
Missouri ......coeeevneann 1,870 | Mi R R S A L A 660
Louisi; 650 i Ve e e e e R 560
4T R N o io. 550
Montana. 1 440
Dakota 1,280 | Nebraska 400
TIENOME . civis crivenarenessrsramersasensansses 43 210 | Wost VIrginia. ... iissmmisiessame S0
Ten 1. Pennsylvania 380
Kentucky. 1 Kansas 240
Indiana ATRDRING .. s e srrrurenssasscarves. ST
Towa

PRODUCTS OF ETATES INTERSECTED.

The above-mentioned twenty-one States and Territories, which are either in-
tersected or bordered by the navigable portions of the Mississippi and its trib-
utarieﬂi produced during the last census year 98 per cent. of the sugar, 94 per
cent, of the coal, 89 per cent. of the corn, 81 per cent. of the pig-iron, 76 per cent,
of the oats, 74 per cent. of the wheat, 68 per cent. of the cotton, 66 per cent. of
the tobacco, 60 per cent, of the hay, 57 per cent, of the forest products, 56 per
cent. of the wool; and contained &2 per cent. of the swine, 77 per cent. of the
mules, 74 per cent. of the horses, and 7§;er cent, of the eattle, other than working
oxen and milch cows,
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And, Mr, Chairman, it is with pride as well as pleasure I take this
opportumty of saying that our esteemed friend, Colonel Anderson, could
not and did not forget to mention this canal mproremant, and I now
read his concluding statement:

In addition to this grand showing for the mighty Mississippi, the Michigan
and Mississi 74} miles long, will connect this river water-wa;
system w'lth ou.l' lnhml lakes—over 2,000 more more miles of water-way—it will
plaufthnUnited Bummmﬂyﬁ 000 to build it entire, and it will
e people in return each year, on fruis L.:wtlml.hn’ﬁo 000, And
l.hal)ixonsun with heart and soul says, Let Congress, for the people, build it,
and build it promptly!

Mr. Chairman, Taskinall candor if there ever was a canal constructed
by the hand of man upon God’s ““green earth’ that formed a link by
its construction, and thusconnected navigable waters, that did not prove
worthy and meritorions? Hence is it rash to conclude that if you will
build this canal its benefits to commerce are gnaranteed and certain ?
Take for example and by way of illustration its twin sister, the Saint
Mary's Falls Canal, which connects two great waters of the lakes. It
was coustructed by a donation of Government land, like many rail-
roads constructed by the same aid, and is to-day a private corporation.
And be it said to the honor and manliness of the people of that section
they are p 1o have Congress make an appropriation and purchase
it, so that n):;‘ﬁ be a free water route, and then they will noi.he bur-
dened by its toll That canal was constructed and putin oper-
ation in 1855, and the following table will show its increase in trans-
portation in twenty years; and allow me to say this is no Munchausen
dream, for I was furnished this statement by the Civil Engineers De-
partment a fow days since:

Tonnage carried through Saint Mary's Falls Canal; registered tonnage
used fo 1880 inclusive, freight tonnage sinee.

mvet.o

1855 100,000 | 1871 750,000
1856, 100,000 | 1872 920,000
1857 150,000 | 1578 1, 300, 000
1858 235,000 | 1574 1,060,000
1850 350,000 | 157 1,260, 000
1860 400,000 | 1876, 1,540,000
1561 280,000 | 1877, 1, 440,000
1862 360,000 | 1878 1,660,000
SO ) 510,000 | 1879 1,650,000
1864 570,000 | 1850 1,740,000
1865 420000 | 1881 1,560,000
1866 450,000 | 1882 21030, 000
1867 560,000 | 1853 2! 250000
1868 410,000 | 1883 2, 870,000
1860 525,000 | 1855 3,260,000
1870 650, 000

This ton oats, would be 200,750,000 bushels; if corn, would be 116,426,5713
bushels; mﬁu, wonld be 108,666,066f bushels,

Mr. Chairman, the report or onr Committee on Railways and Canals
that I have read in my opening remarks shows conclusively that no
water improvement of any kind, no matter where located, has received
the indorsement that this one has. But as the Produce Exchange of
New York is one of the largest and oldest commercial bodies of this
country I wish to call particular attention to their action and memorial,

To the board of managers of the New York Produce Exchange :

Your committee on trade, to whom has been referred the question of lgp}_[m.
tion to Congress for the hmlding of the Hennepin Canal by the United States,
have given to this subject the attention de.mmﬁ ed by its important bearing on
ihe internal commerce of the country, andmacﬂullynpoﬂufoilom

In the opinion of your committee there can be little if any, question that the
eropmedmuingo a water wi ﬁ‘omﬂmhﬂdmi River to the Illinois and

ichigan Canal and the great ¥ ad results not
only to the Northwest States but to the whole northern eountry east of the Mis-
smsuppi River. Besides furnishing new means of transport to the At]autm sea-
board for the produce of Iowa, Minnesota, Nebmnlm, and othm-?

States, such a eanal would also actas a welcome regulator of maxhtain
the Northwest,

There can be little %uestiou , also, that neither private enterprise nor the State
of I]llnois, within whose territory the canal would be situate, nor any other

]v‘beneﬁwd nor all these combined, will orcan undertake an enter-
prlne whieh sure to meet the determin

ed tion of the rnilroad interest.
The question before us therefore simply is: Shall the United States build and
maintain this eanal, and can this view of the well-grounded oppo-

gition to the pnlicy of internal ‘lmpmumonts in general, consistently recom-
mend such action on the part of the General Government?
After mature you tee have come to the conclusion that
:_“l:lils qu;n;.lon shuuld receive an nﬂ!rmntive answer from your board, and for the
W
The ground on which the Hennepin Canal is to be built has been repeatedly
surveyed with a view t‘u that 1mp1|;gﬁmunt by ﬂ;? UD?LE:: States (io-:emmmb
compelen pur&tu. e practicability TO] been es-
uhls‘;l‘:’ed and ﬂw The h M

cost has been
umber of 'E:um improvements annunuy lmmght
expected,

th a large n
befmcomwhhhmindeﬁniu in their scope and in the results
and of uncertain cost.

The Hennepin Canal further differs from many of those proposed improve-

hfea of m{onsl importance; and
reas there are in.superabla obstacles in the way of having auch improve-
meélt carried out by private enterprise or by the States immediately benefited;

Whereas the building of the Hennepin Canal may justly be regarded as part

of the improvement of the Mississippi River: Therefore,

That in the ion of New York Pmdnoe Exchange the United
States Government to build the Hennepin and to main-
tain the same free for all time to com

And further That our Senn.tors and
jom the Reprasentaﬂves of other States in pro
for earrying out this plan,

resentatives be requested to
ing the necessary legislation

L. F, HOLMAN,

.
JOHN SINCLAIR,
WALTER CARR.
BAML. 5. CARLL.

GUSTAV SCHWAB.
New Yorg, December 19, 1851,

Mr. Chairman, I fenl' I have committed waste npon your patience,

mdmyonlyapo my zeal and earnestness. I have long since
been impressed wi! theimportanoeol’ﬂmcanalpmject that impres-
sion has into a eonvietion; andmmnclumonlthmkyoumost

grown

sinoemlyforyourindulgenmmd of members on this floor to vote
for this bill, for our Government in the past has shown a genius for im-
provement aided by many practical ideas, an indomitable industry that
has electrified the world. Will she now sit idly by and allow natural
commerce, that by right of legitimacy belongs to her, to be lost by in-
action? If she does, that monument of honor and glory which proudly
stands in this city, and was erected by the hand of will erum-
ble into dust and return to mother earth that bore it.

Mr. ROWELL. Myr. Chairman, I do not think there is any danger
of overestimating the im of this transportation question. My
friend on the right asks me if I meant to say there was no danger of
the passage of this bill. If I thought there was no chance for its pas-
sage I would not waste breath in talking abouf it to the House.

&e'fo my mind hg ththel'] w?:d soBIuhon of this q&e:tfx:n of in%
ht throughout the Uni tates depends turepmspentyo
tblsgeountry If there was any possibility of turning a question of this
character into a partisan one by which votes could be lost or won, then
there would not be any question of the attention of this House to the
discussion upon this bill, every man’s ears would be and every
man seeking to nunderstand the question involved. But because this is
purely a business question affecting the pockets and the prosperity of
the people, out of which by no possibility can grow partisan politics,
we become indifferent and drift apart, and so cast our votes upon the
final issue without a real und of the merits of the case.

Our railroad system, the wonder of the nineteenth century,
has opened up the great wilderness of the United States. It has peo-
pled this vast country with the freest and most intelligent people the
world knows anything about. It has brought into neighborly inter-
course the people on opposite sides of the continent. It is breaking
down the barriers of provincial civilization and molding us into a ho-
mogeneous people. But with this system which has done so much for
the United States and for all the world, with this miracle-working sys-
tem have come those evils which always go hand in hand with the great-
est good. I never knew in all my personal observation or in my read-
ing a blessing to be conferred npon humanity without finding right by
the side of it a curse; and the business of legislation is to minimize the
evil and get the most out of the good. Competition in most instances
behtween railways alone has proved a failure as a safe regulator of
charges ;

The facility for combination and the skill of railway management
have been too strong to permit the benefits in this direction.

Railroads are in the very necessity of the case monopolies. You can
not make anything else outof them. The cost of construction, the im-
mense consolidation of eapital necessary to build a long line of road,
makes a pre-emption of the country through which it goes not only pos-

sible but necessary. tion thus far has proved withont effeet in
the way of controlling monopoly and preventing it from having
its natural growth—the natural growth of the power of consolidated

wealth, the natural growth of the power arising from the pre-emption of
any particular section of the country and the absolute control of the
commerce and trade and traffic that pass across it.

‘While I do not despair of beneficial results from legislation yet to be
had, I am quite sure we must seek it in other channels than those now
advocated before any real relief will be had.

One solution and one only thus far has presented itself to the Ameri-
can people. Wherever water transportation has been made effectiveit
has solved the whole question of cheap transportation and has been
worth volumes of statutes upon tha.t question. Wherever railroads
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have been obliged to compete for traffic with water routes this question
has always settled itself.

Chicago has become the metropolis of the great West because located
at the lower end of Lake Michigan, with a complete water course through
the great lakes and the Erie Canal to the Atlantic seaboard. It has
been able to gather in the great grain crops of the Northwest, in order that
they might obtain the advantages of water competition thence to the
markets of the East and the Old World. All over the Western coun-
try freights take the shortest routes to . Youdo not need legis-
lation to control the railway traffic from thence to the Atlantic.

The lakes and the canal control whenever the summer months melt
out the ice and allow competition between the water ways and the rail-
ways; and we get the benefit of it largelyin the winter as well asin the
summer. Because of the fact that the lines of railway extending east-
ward from Chi and paralleling those lines farther north and far-
ther south—because those roads have to compete in the summer, they
are compelled to study cheaper methodsof tion, they are com-
pelled to economize, to straighten outtheir lines, to make smaller grades,
and to do all those things that wise men may do to enable them to com-
pete with the lake routesand still make dividends for their stockholders.
And so in the winter, where the water ways are ice- we get the
benefit of that economy; we get the benefit of the study of the railway
men to make profits and to cheapen railway transportation. So all
through the West we have the unparalleled low rates of transporta-
tion from Chicago, and the only trouble is when you get beyond and
out of the line of water-route wmpetahon.

Now, the proposition of this bill is simply to extend Lake Michigan
500 miles westward to Saint Paul. That is the whole of it. When
you figure it all down, when you strip it of all ontside issnes, and get
away from the multitnde of figures that only confuse the mind, the
simple question for this House to pass upon is whether it is worthy of
the attention of the United States and of the American Co to con-
sider the question of moving Lake Michigan 500 miles into the interior
and penetrating the very heart of the great wheat fields of the North-
west. That is all there is of it. You build a canal almost straight
from the sonthern end of Lake Michigan to the Mississippi River, and
then for 400 miles more you pass up with good transportation to Saint
Paul. There you are in the eenter of another railway system that
brings there the great grain crops of all the Northwestern country.

It is 500 miles more of water competition—I will not say transpor-
tation, for I believe—and I p to deal with all questions fairly—
I believe that in the future the great body of the crops of the West
moving eastward and the products of the East moving westward will
be transported by rail as they are to-day. To my mind, it does not
make any difference whether there is only one canal-boat a day pass-
ing over that eanal, or whether there are a thonsand, any more than it
makes any difference whether Lake Michigan is whitened with the
sails of commerce or whether the sight of a schooner is only occasion-
ally presented to us there. So long as the lakes exist, so long as the
Erie Canal is open, just so long will the price of freighting eastward be
very largely controlled by the cost of freighting around by the water
ways. And the same is troe of S8aint Paul and all the tributary country
along the line between Saint Paul and Chicago. So long as you have
this canal across from the lake to the river, and so long as you
have the Mississippi open for barge and steamboat transportation to
Saint Paul, just so long will it be impossible for those who control any
other method of transportation to charge much more than the cost by
the water way. Therefore if you build this canal it becomes the reg-
ulator of railroad rates 500 miles farther westward into the very heart
of that country which supplies the East and the Old World with bread;
it necessarily cheapens the cost of that transportation, and if it does
that it adds something to the profit of the farmer, it takes off some-
thing from the cost to the consumer, and all the people, producers
and consumers alike, are benefited by the lessened cost of producing
and carrying to market. It may be said that this is a State enter-
prise, and that Illinois ought to build this canal. We know, as mat-
ter of history, that New York built the Erie Canal, and because New
York built that eanal we may be told on this floor that Illinois onght
to build this canal to the Mississippi. I eall the attention of gentle-
men to the fact that the circumstances in the two cases are entirely
different.

The Erie Canal was built before the days of railroads. I remember,
whena boy, emigrating to the Western country, passing across the whole
State of New York upon the Erie Canal, and I never lost the impres-
sion that I received then of the magnitude of the great West from see-
ing the tremendous amount of commerce that was passing over that
canal at that time. When the Erie Canal was built all Western New
York, as well as the farther West, was shut out from market. Its
building brought the richest part of the State of New York into a con-
dition to be settled upand made productive, but it did more than that.
It directed the commerce of all the great West down to New York
city and made that city the commercial metropolis of the New World.

But, Mr. Chairman, su that canal did not exist, and this House
were asked to build a canal across the State of New York, I ask gen-
tlemen upon this floor, mmwofalltha.t-mnnlhaadone,nnﬂﬂl that

it is doing, in the way of cheapening traffic between the East and the
‘West, could there be any reason offered here inst its eonstruction
except that it would take some money out of the ? Who of us
would consent that the project should be abandoned? Who that repre-
sents the great State of New York upon this floor would for & moment
consent that that great water way, which conveys the commerce of the
West down to the seaboard at New York city, should be closed up, even
if the Congress of the United States had to be called upon to appropri-
ate moneLs keep it open? It does not need, as I have already said,
that all commerce, or even the most of it, ahallgobyths canal; it
does not need that the railways shall cease to carry the grentbnlk of
that commerce; it simply needs that there shall be in existence a water
way on which boats can float; then, because of the existence of that
water way, the railroads must conform their charges to the rates estab-
lished by its competition.

Why, Mr. Chairman, it is within your memory and mine—itisonlya
few years ago—that the railways of Illinois traversing that State parallel
with the line of the Illinois River and Canal put their freights down
so low that the canal could not pay expenses; the purpose being to close
it up and foree its abandonment so that it should nolonger compete with
them. Immediately the Legislature of the Stateappropriated a certain
sum of money to keep up that canal. Every year from that time such
an appropriation has been made, but not one dollar of it has ever been
called for or used in keeping up the canal, because when the power of
the State was found to be hehind it there was no railroad company so
foolish as to suppose that it could be broken down by eompetition, and
thenceforward they have been satisfied to take such reasonable rates
as water competition has compelled them to accept.

Mr, Chairman, I have no more interest in this eanal than any other
member upon thm floor. Noportionof my districtis within 80 miles of
it; no portion of the products of my district will ever be transported
over it, unless the great Northwest shall cease to compete with us in
feeding the world. This canal simply crosses the State of Illinois. We
have the lakes. They influence freight all over the north half of our
State, whether the roads run into Chicago or whether they do not.
This canal is to do for the wheat-fields and the corn-fields of lewa, Ne-
braska, and Minnesota what the lakes and the Erie Canal have done for
the wheat-fields and corn-fields of Illinois. That is all there is of this
canal. It isa national enterprise. If itis to the interest of New York
and New England to send the products of those States into the North-
west, if it is to the interest of Pennsylvania to send her coal and her iron
into the Northwest, it is also to the interest of the eastern half of this
country to get the wheat, and corn, and oats, and whatever other prod-
uets the rich farms of that region yield, down to the seaboard with just
as little toll as possible.

There is no part of this country that will not feel the effects of such
cheapening of transportation as will be effected by penetrating inland
into the great wheat-fields 500 miles more. may get some
special benefit by the increased business brought there. Our local labor
market may be benefited, and I hope it will be; but these are only in-
cidental advantages, which do not change the national character of the
en

I can see no objection that any gentleman can raise if he admits the
premises. If he admits that the building of this canal will cheapen
transportation to the extent of a fraction of what is claimed by the

ial friends of the bill, he admits the whole case, unless he has con-
stitutional objections to building any public improvement at the ex-
pg.nse of the nation. I say when that is admitted that is all there is of
the case.

Wherever ship-canals have been built, wherever navigable rivers
come in conflict with railroad transportation, the things which I claim
for this canal have taken place. Why, sir, in the discussion of the ques-
tion of regulating railroad freights, when we propose to fix a certain
rate we are met with the objection that wherever the railroads come
into competition with the water ways they must have the privilege of
cutting down their rates in order to get traffic. So it is everywhere.,
Take the city of Peoria, in which my colleagne, Mr. WORTHINGTON,
resides, the second city in the State of Illinois in population, in wealth,
and in business. Why, its great distilling interests, the largest in the
United States, have been built up because Peoria is in direct water
communication with the Atlantic seaboard.

[Here the hammer fell. ]

The CHAIRMAN. The hour within which this bill may be consid-
ered under the rule has expired, and the Committee of the Whole will
rise.

Mr. ROWELL. I reserve the residue of my time.

The CHATRMAN. The gentlemen has ten minutes of his time re-
maining.

The eommittee rose; and the Speaker having resumed the chair,
Mr.SPRINGER re; that the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 5869) to
provide for the acceptance by the United States of the proposed grant of
the Illinois and Michigan Canal, and all its appurtenances, from the
State of Illinois, and for the construction of the Illinois and Mississippi
River Canal, and had come to no resolution thereon.
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol-
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same :

A bill (8.150) to quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines River lands
in the State of Iowa, and for other pu

A bill (H. R. 3827) to remove the pohttcal disabilities of Thomas L.
Rosser, of Virginia;

A bill (H. R. 3846) toremove the disabilities of Alexander P. Stewart,
of La Fayette County, issippi; and

A bill (H. R. 4409 to remove the disabilities of Edward G. W. But-
ler, of Missouri.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Mr. PRICE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence for ten
days, on account of important business.

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the House resolve itself into the
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of
considering the pension appropriation bill.

The motion was agreed to.

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole
on the state of the Union (Mr. CrisP in the chair), and proceeded to
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5201) making appropriations for the
payment of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes.

The bill was read.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, it is perhaps proper that the
report of the Committee on Appropriations, which accompanies thisbill,
shounld be read.

The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read.

The report (by Mr. RA\TDALL) was read, as follows:

The C the bill making appropria-
tions for the pa; ent of inval nnd and oiher penslonsfor the fiscal year 1887, submit
the foliowlng n explanation thereof:

The estimates upon which the bill is based will be found on page 149 of the
Book of Estimates for 1887, and amount to §75, 830, 200,

The accompanying bill npproprim $75, 754, m apportioned as follows:

For the payment of p £75, 000, 000
For fees and expenses afexmnining BUEZCODN.. . covsssusons musvanssanssyasmmess 500, 000
For salaries of p 72,0])
For clerk-hire... 150, 000
Forrents 3‘.)_(0.'!
For fuel 1, 200
For lights... 2,01)
For postsge .-nntinnery and incidentals < 9, 000

The amount for payment of pensions is increased over the sum appropri.sted
for 1886, §15,828,000.
The amount for examining surgeons is ithe same as was given for the current

ear.

x The salaries of pension agents is fixed by law ; consequently no change is
made in the amount for their compensation as compared with the sum given
for 1856,

A reduction of $73,800 is made t:ndcr the sum wh:c‘h wna given for IMG for
clerk-hire, rent, fuel, iig and i
accordance with the esti.mntes submitted nnd the law appmvud Mnmh 3, 1385
(Statutes at , volume 23, page o}

No reduction is made in any lt.em the estimates except that for fees of ex-
amining surgeons, which is reduced 76,000, and made to conform to the sum
given for 1886 for that service.

The total increase of the bill over the amounts appropriated for 1886 is £15,-
754,200,

The provisions of the bill are based upon existing law, and without regard to
any legislation that may hereafter be enacted.

The bill contains no new legislation.

REFEREXNCES,

Section 4755 of the Revised Statutes provides that Navy pensionsshall be paid
out of the * Navy pem:ion fund,” upon an appropriation by Congress, so far as
the same may be sufficient.

The naval pension fund at present amounts to £14,000,000, bearing interest at
the rate of 3 per cent. per annum, and is created under the provisionsof sections
4"51 and 4752 of the Revised Statutes.
ggmenu on account of Navy pensions during the fiscal year 1885 aggre-

ted
g.ﬂThe compensationbfpemmn agenta iSﬁIEd by the act of June 14, 1878 (Supple-
ment to the Revised Statutes, pages 347 and 345), by the act of July 4, 1384, and
by the act of March 3, 1885 (Statutes at Large, volume pages 99 99 and 362).

The compensation of examining surgeons is fixed at £ for each mmmnf,ion
by section 4 of the act of July 25, 1882 (Statutes at Large, volume 22, pages 175
and 176), and the act of March 3, 1885 (Statutes at Large, volume 23, page 362).

Number of pensioners on the roll, annual value of p and disbur is on
account af peml‘om, 15879 to 1885, dnelusive,
N Disbursements
Number of
t of
= pension-| Annual value | o0 #ccoun

e ers on the |~ of pensions, | Pensions e

roll. the Treasury.
|-, B EE e Sy A RET 242, 755 | §25,4903,742 15 $35, 121,482 39
1850 250,802 | 25,917,906 60 56,777,174 44
1881 268, £30 28, 760,967 46 50,059,279 62
1882 285, 697 29,341,101 52 61,345, 193 05
1883 308, 658 82,245,192 43 66,012,573 64
1684 322,756 34, 456, 600 35 55,420, 228 06
1885, 345,125 38, 000,985 28 56, 102, 267 49

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENsTON OFFICE,
Washington, D. C., January 27, 1886,
Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the rwel‘pt of ?; ur request of to-day
for a statement %wing the amounts expended each year from 1879 to 1885, inclu-
sive, and pmper ¥ chargeable to the acts of January 25 and March 3, 1879,

In resy have to the following:

1879 £3,707, 646 8O
1850 12, 504, 075 50
184l...... 25, 962, 259 81
1882.... 28,200,119 88
1853 34, 741,580 50
1884 22,451,997 25
1885, 26,842,302 B4
Arrears paid to June 30, 1885, in cases on roll January 25, 1879...... 24,904, 890 87

DR L e o e i andud st e omieka b ey Fatd ar s N e o i il ds s P i et 179, 404, 872 00

Vi respectfull,
g 4o JOHN C. BLACK,
Commissioner of Pensions,
Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL,
Chairman Committee on Appropriafions,
House of Representalives,

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Appropria-
tions has instructed me to present to this House the bill making pro-
vision for the payment of all invalid and other pensions for the fiseal
year ending June 30, 1887,

This bill, with the exception of the salaries of the clerical force em-
ployed in the Pension Office at Washington, appropriates the money to
pay the allowances granted by law to all pensioners of all wars.

The committee has recommended that $75,754,200 be appropriated
for the items mentioned in this bill, as follows:

For the payment of pensions $75, 000, 000
For fecs and expenses of examining surgeons 500, 000
For salaries of p agents 79, 000
For elerk-hire .. 150, 000
For rents 20, 000
For fuel 1,200
For lighta.....ccccreeenne 2,000
For postage, stationery,and incidentals. 9,000

This sum increases the amount appropriated at the last session for
the present year $15,828,000. This increase is rendered necessary by
the accelerated disposition of the immense number of claims which have
for years accumulated in the Pension Office, and does not mean any
actnal increase in the ultimate cost of the penswn-mll In fact, the
sooner the pending claims are disposed of, although for the time being
the aggregate amount is swollen in size, yet economy will be accom-
plished, because then the clerical force and other expenses attending
the adjustment of claims are proportionately decreased. The Commis-
sioner of Pensions assures me that with the present rapid progress his
office is making in the disposition of claims he expects within twelve
months to finish the consideration of all of the 171,000 claims he found
pending in the office when he was appointed last March. This demon-
strates that the efficiency of the force in the Pension Office has greatly
improved. It is far better for the claimants and the Government that
applications should be disposed of as quickly as possible,

The amount for examining surgeons is the same as was given for the
current year, but the estimate for the incoming year has been reduced
by the committee $76,000, because it believes that the sum which was
appropriated for the present year will be sufficient to pay the fees of the
examining surgeons for the nextymr This is the only reduction made
in the estimates of the Departm

The provisions of this bill are based n existing law and without
regard to any legislation that may he r be enacted.

In view of the severe criticism upon the legislation of Congress con-
cerning pensions and other claims of soldiers it is proper that I should
now devote some attention to the subject.

The sum of money appropriated by this bill is large, but it should be
and no doubt will be as cheerfully sanctioned by Congress and borne by
the people as the expenditure of any other money out of the national

Treasury.

'l'll:iycoount with the heroes of the Revolution and their widows has
been closed by death. Beginning, therefore, with the war of 1812, this
bill includes the pensions allowed to all soldiers of all the waxs of the
Republic. It is indeed a sacred debt, it being the pecuniary compensa-~
tion we acknowledge that we owe the soldier for the crippled limb or
diseased constitution with which his services to his Government afilicted
him. It covers what the Government promises to pay the widow for
thelife of her husband, the orphan for a father, and a dependent parent
for a son.

It is true this bill makes a larger appropriation of the public money
than any other which comes before Congress; but, sir, no appropriation
is more just, and no money paid out of the Treasury accomplishes more
general good than the money expended by this bill. The money thus
appropriated is not hoarded up in bank vaults or taken out of the chan-
nels of commerce. It is at once put in circnlation in every section of
the land. A vast majority of pensioners are poor. Necessity compels
them guickly to part with the price of theirsufferings. Bakers, butch-
ers, merchants, doctors, lawyers, bankers geta share of it. This money
quickens trade and dispenses a degree of prosperity throughout the land.

The best use that can be made of the vast surplus in the Treasury
will be to pay it out npon meritorious claims for pensions and other
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just dues to the soldier. Who can donbt the justice of their claims
upon the liberality of the nation or estimate the value of their services.
The Mexican veterans endowed this Republic with a larger domain and
more wealth than resulted from the war of any other country in any
age. California, Nevada, Utah, Colorado, New Mexico, and Arizona,
with all their wealth, were purchased with the blood and sufferings of
the Mexican soldiers, and yet when in their poverty and old age they
appeal for but a pittance of the incalenlable wealth they have bestowed
upon their country, and at a time when its Treasury is filled with
millions it can not use, their appeal is ungratefully, yea, shamefully,
disregarded.

‘What has been done for the Union soldier for his suffering and sacri-
fices during the late war? Only one-tenth of the number who enlisted
have been allowed a pension. The equalization of bounties and their
claims for arrears of pension remain unsettled. Not an acre of land
has yet been given to him out of the public domain, althongh more than
twenty years have elapsed since the close of the war.

Sir, some insist that danger to our financial standing is threatened
by the prospect for payment of such claims of the soldiers. I do not
believe it. The financial soundness of no man or nation can be injured
by provisions for the payment of just debts. On the contrary such a
course strengthens financial stability and increases substantial pros-
perity.

The money paid on the claims of soldiers is not lost to the country.
We simply take it out of the Treasury, where it can do no good, and
put it in cireulation, where it is greatly needed.

One of the measures against which the loudest outery is mised and
the strongest prejudices are sought to be made against all pension laws
is that which proposes to repeal the limitation npon arrears of pensions
in claims filed since July 1, 1880. The opposition to that measure is
most intense and unrelenting from the moneyed classes who received
the richest benefits from the results of the late war.

Sir, I insist that the measure so clamorously assailed can be main-
tained upon the soundest principles of justice, and its enactment is
demanded by good faith and patriotism.

What is the nature and effect of that measure? If adopted it will
simply place applicants for pensions who have filed their claims since
July 1, 1880, upon the same footing with those who applied before that
date, and in all cases when the claim is allowed it grants arrears from
ihe date of discharge. Why should such a discrimination be made?
Why should he who filed his claim on June 30, 1880, and before re-
ceive arrears of pay extending back to the date of discharge, while
pensions allowed in equally as meritorious cases filed next day and
since shall only commence from date of allowance ?

Why should the applicant living in this city, and who did not pre-
pare his claim until June 30, and put it into the Pension Office a few
moments before the close of the office that day, receive arrears, but the
soldier living in I1linois, who prepared and put in the mail his claim on
the same day, be denied the arrears, as has beenheld by the Government
officials? 1Ifas we know in many instances a soldier able to live with-
out a pension refrains from burdening his Government with his claim,
but when old age overtakes him or poverty commences to pinch and he
finds a need for the help of the Government which he helped and saved
in the days of its distress, or as in other cases where the seeds of dis-
ease planted during hisservice have ripened into a disability which de-
prives him of thestrength to maintain himself or family—tell me wherein
lies the justice of the law which denies the soldier’s right to arrears in
such instances?

Sir, the answer is irresistible that the claims of all pensioners to ar-
rears is just, and that the Government has by the act of 1879 already
committed itself to the policy of paying them.

The only answer made to these inquiries is that it will cost too much
money to pay the arrears. This was the sole ground of opposition to
the bill equalizing the bounties of Union soldiers, and resulted in the
ultimate loss of the bill passed for that purpose by both Houses of Con-

. Sir, the ount question should be not what such measures
will cost, butare theyjust? This Government will fall from its prond
height as the grandest in the worldif itshall fail tobe justto all classes.
If it can, as it has done, afford to be just to its creditors it can afford to
be just to its soldiers. In 1869 Congress passed one short bill giving
the creditor a bond payablein coin worth parin specie in lieu of a bond
payable in greenbacks then worth only 75 cents on the dollar, thereby
granting a bounty to the bondholder to the extent of $600,000,000.
This bounty, nnlike that due the soldier, had not been promised to the
bondholder when he loaned his money to the Government.

After thorough consideration of the data found in the Departments
the highest estimate placed upon the aggregate cost of arrears of pen-
sion under the laws now on the statute-books and that proposed in the
bills now pending does not exceed four hundred and eighty-three mill-
ions. Now, sir, if you should add to this the cost of equalizing the
bounties of the Union soldiers the whole sum would not exceed the
bounty granted to the bondholders by the law of 1869.

There were two classes who were directly instrumental in the preser-
vation of the Union during the late war: The bondholder and the sol-
dier. Cupidity was the motive of many of the former ; patriotism was
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the motive of the latter. The first class loaned their money to the Gov-
ernment; the latter class loaned their lives. The bondholder has not
only been made whole by repayment of every dollar of the principal, but
he has received enormous usury or bounty, it you please. We can never
make the soldier whole. We can never repay him for his loan and
sacrifices. The manly form which left the side of a loving wife and the
care of d dent children, and who fell defending that on the
battlefield, can never be restored to the desolate home he left behind
him. Can we ever restore the crippled limbs and shattered health of
those who escaped death in the hospital or on the field? No! And yet
when measures are proposed to pay what was promised the soldier at
the time his help was called for those who advocate such measures are
denounced as demagogues.

The young soldier whose bones whiten a Sonthern battlefield can
never be restored to a heart-broken widowed mother who was depend-
ent on him for protection and support.

Sir, the advocates of popular rights have in all countries and in all

been denounced by the oppressor as a demagogue. Every noble
name which this country has added to the roll of fame has been de-
nounced as a demagogue. It is a word which, when unjustly applied,
has ceased to be a stigma. Call me a demagogue if you please, but do
not call me unjt;:as:';l or ungratefu:f e L > i

The ch ol em.ugo%sm , if troe, visit condemnation on
him who is%éuﬂty of it; but, sir, he is a white-robed angel compared
with the execrable demon of private or public ingratitude.

Let us for a few moments see how the account stands between the
Government and the two classes I have mentioned, the bondholder and
the soldier. -

A very interesting table is appended to the report of the Commis-
sioner of Pensions, which shows what has been paid to the bondholder
for the use of the money he loaned, and what has been paid the soldier,
his widow and orphans, for life, limb, and health.

It is as follows:

TABLE 25,
Year. Pensions, Interest,

1862 $852 170 47 813,190,344 84
1863 1,078,513 36 24, 729,700 62
1864 4,985,473 90 53, 685,421 69
1865 16,347, 621 34 77, 395, 090 30
1866 15, 605, 549 83 133,067, 624 91
1867 20, 936, 551, 71 143, 781,581 91
1868 23,782,386 78 140,424,045 T1
1869 28,476,621 78 | 130,694,242 80
1870 25, 340,202 17 129,235, 498 00
1 g SRR R S R e S e A SR e 34,443 804 88 125,576, 565 93
1872 28, 553, 402 76 117,857,839 73
15873 20,359,426 86 104, 750, 688 44
1874 20,038,414 66 107,119, 815 21
T R ST 20,456,216 22 | 108,003,544 57
F e e e R PR R S Aeis 28, 257,305 69 100, 243,271 23
1877 27,963,762 27 , 124,511 58
1878 27,187,019 08 102, 500, 874 65
1879 55,121,482 89 | 105,327,049 00
1880.... 56, 777,174 44 95, 757,575 11
1881 50,059, 279 62 82,508, 741 18
1882 61,345,193 95 71,077,206 79
1853 66,012,573 64 b1, 436, 709 50
1884, 565, 429, 228 06 47,926, 432 50
1885 65,753,094 27 47,014,133 00

Total 765,002, 640 18 | 2,205,019, 419 19

The Commissioner failed toadd the six hundred millions donated to
the bondholderby the law of 1869. But that distinguished soldier and
accomplished gentleman, bearing upon his body ghastly wounds received
in defending the flag, who presides over the Pension Burean, most aptly
comments on this table as follows: v

It will be seen that the sum of $2,205,019,419.19 has been paid from 1862 to 1885
on the interest of the public debt, while that paid for pensions during the same

riod amounts only to the sum of 765,092 640.18, showing an excess of the
'ormer over the latler of §1,439.926,779.01. The citizens may well be proud of
both sides of the shewing and alarmed at neither.

It is well to think that the great wealth of the land is in close 1 e with its
patriotism, and that as the former ‘volunteers now gladly contribute to the
national ces, 80 the nation ungrudgingly bestows its pledged support to
its former defenders who are now disabled.

Now permit me to quote the langnage of a profound thinker, one of
onr ablest living statesmen and one of the most trusted and trust-
worthy counselors of the President—the Secretary of the Interior.
Hear what he says in his report in comment on this table:

I know of no burden of Government that is more cheerfully borne than that
of the pension system. I concur fullyin all efforts to demonstrate that it isuni-
versally ed as a noble beneficence, and in the view that when well and
clea.nl:g administered it is noble in itstg and good in its results, diffusing
with liberal and just hand the wealth of & wealthy people among those who
suffer from the strokes of war and have become impoverished by its misfort-
unes,

From astatement in the report of the Commissioner itappears that the amount
of money paid as pensions does not equal the amount of interest paid upon the
publie debt incurred during the war. Solong asthe premium paid to those who
contributed the money exceeds that paid to the defenders of the country, I think
the complaint of excessive pensions is not well founded,
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These gentlemen as well as all who demand justice for the soldier
are classed as demagogues by many of those who received the largest
gains from the sacrifices and sufferings of the soldier.

Sir, as a citizen of this grand Republic I am proud to know that it
matters not what political party may administer the executive depart-
ment of this Government the interest of the soldier issafe. I sincerely
trust that our legislation will soon prove that the interests of all the
soldiers of all the wars of the Rspubllljcmmfely be intrusted to this
Congress.

As I have already said, you can not make the soldier whole for his
sacrifices in the time of war. This could not be done if we should pass
the Mexican ionbill, the arrears-of-pension bill, the bill equalizing
bounties, or the bill I have heretofore introduced granting the Union
soldier a bounty-land warrant, as has been done with the soldiers of all
previous wars, or even if you should do for him what practically Con-
gress has done for the bondholder, make good the difference in value
of his monthly wages, which was promised him to be paid in specie, but
which he was compelled to accept in greenbacks, at times only worth
60 per cent. in specie.

Much complaint has been made by pension examining surgeons be-
cause of delay in the payment of their examining fees. This delay has
been oceasioned by a construction placed npon the law by the Treasury

ent as far back as 1871 by Auditor Rutherford, and reaffirmed
by the Treasury officials in 1878, in which it was held that ‘‘ payments
for pension surgeons’ fees, &c., should be paid for all time due and
claimed out of money appropriated for the fiscal year in which the
voucher is presented and paid.”

Since then the practice has been to pay the arrears due pension ex-
amining surgeons for services rendered in any previous year out of the
money appropriated for the payment of fees for services rendered during
the current year for which the appropriation was made. By reason,
therefore, of the useof money intended tor services rendered during the
present current year being paid on the claims of services rendered by
surgeons in the lastand previous years the pay of the present surgeons
has been postponed until additional appropriations are made. This de-
cision imposes a hardship npon the present force of examining surgeons,
and I donotbelieveit is a properconstruction of thelaw. Section3690
of the Revised Statutes provides that appropriations for any fiscal year
‘‘shall only be applied to the payment of expenses properly incurred
during that year.”” 1do notbelieve that the fees of pension examining
surgeons can properly be made an exception to this statute.

In order to obviate this trouble in the future it is submitted that thé
better course will be to confine the appropriations of the current year to
the payment of services rendered during that period, and provide for
any arrears due for services in past years by a direet appropriation in
the general deficiency bill. In order that this may be done 1 shall offer
g :::!ndmem. directing how the money appropriated by this bill shall

At the end of line 39 insert:

And all money appropriated by this act other than for the payment of pen=
sions shall be disbursed subject to the provisions of section 3600 of the Rev
Statutes of the United States,

I ask that the following tables, taken from the report of the Com-
missioner of Pensions, may be appended to my remarks:

TAnLE 12.—Statement of the number of each class of Army pension claims filed since 1861 on account of disability or dealh from causes originating
since March4, 1861; also thetolal number admitled of each classnamed, arranged according to Slale or Territorial military erganizations.

Number of men
Stnter Terdiory.
< tate, Te
Invalids. Widows. Minorchil- | wpothers. Fathers. | Totalofallclasses.| and District of
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TABLE 13.—Appropriations and expenditures for the Pension Office each year since 1862, properly chargeable to the expenses of setiling claims.
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FEBRUARY 25,

TABLE 24.—Slatement of the number of military and naval forces of the United States engaged in the following-named wars,

Jrom the commencement

of the war of the Revolution to the commencement of the war of the rebellion, and of the pensions allowed to the soldiers, and their widows, of said wars.

Date. Troops engaged.
Wars, Militia
From— To— Regulars.| and vol- | Navy. | Total.
unteers,

War of the Revolution . ; b T L

Estimated additional............ccmessssrsssssresees syl s i Mt s 1%& 15.‘D(D 309, 791
Northwestern Indian war:

General Harmer Beplt. 19,1790 |.......coonesesnnsenss 820 1,133 1,453

Lo T VB o T R B o e M St oy e T R £ S e WA IR il S T [ 2, 300

2T D AL B e i S e L e S S e PR L R S taa i et e ok T WO [T ST T Aug. 3,179 2,843 2,387 5,230

8,083

War with France. July 9,1708 | Sept. 30,1800 4,503 4,593

War with TrIpoli........coeces sscacsssmmnsssnsessans Junel0,1801 | June 4,1805 [....ceeieeecns iaseae 8,330 3,330

Northwestern Indian war: * General HATTIBOMN. ..o iiiisasenssiiime cisrsesssssssnnssssssssssssssasss Se{m 11,1811 | Nov. 11, 1811 250 660 |.....i00 910

Creek Indian war. s July 27,1813 | Aug. 9,1814 600 | 13,181 13,781

“War of 1812 with Great Britain June 18,1812 | Feb. 17,1815 | 85,000 | 471,622 | 20,000 | 576, 622

Seminole Indian war Nov. 20,1817 | Oct. 21, 1818 1,000 6,011 7,011

B LT e L LT L SO S AR (S B S e - o A S R A el o L S e T o et Apr. 21,1831 | Sept. 31,1832 1,839 B 126 | i , 465

Cherokee disturt or removal 1836 1837 9,494 9,494

Creek Indian war or disturt May 5, 1836 | Sept. 30,1837 12,483 |.. 13,418

Florida Indian war. | Dee. 23,1535 | Aug. 14,1843 | 11,160 29, 53 122

Aroostook disturbance 1 1539 *1, 500 1,500

War with Mexico. | Apr, 24,1846 | July 4, 1848 | 30,954 78,776 | 7,600 230

Apache, Navajo,and Utah war 1849 1855 1,500 1,061 2,561

Comanche Indian war 1854 1854 503 503

Beminole Indian War... ... ssemessmsmmemsmsssmam s 1856 1858 2,687 2,687

* For pensioners, see table of * Pensions allowed.”

Mr. HENDERSON, of Jowa. Mr. Chairman, I am gratified indeed
1o note the patriotic expressions of my colleague on the subcommittee
[Mr. TowxsHEND] having charge of this bill; and I thoroughly concur
with him inthe main with respect to thestatements he has made. There
is one point, however, that he has failed to make clear to this House;
1 presume possibly it has escaped his notice. But the report read and
the remarks made by the gentleman in charge of the bill show that there
is an inerease of $15,754,200 in these appropriations for the year ending
June 30, 1887, and my colleague on the committee attributes this in-
crease to the accelerated work in the Pension Office. It isnot my pur-
pose, Mr. Chairman, to attempt to detract in the slightest degree from
the work of any officer of the Government; but I deem it my duty
to call the attention of the Committee of the Whole to the appropria-
tions for the last few years—since, for instance, the arrearage act of
1879; and a lesson may be drawn therefrom which may explain this
matter on a different basis from the one adopted by my colleague on the
committee.

In the first place the gentleman has failed to call the attention of the
committee to the fact that the Commissioner of Pensions stated to the
Committee on Appropriations that there would be a deficiency of about
$6,000,000 upon the expenditures of the current year; so that the $60,-
000,000 which were appropriated for the year ending June 30, 1836, are
confessed by the Commissioner of Pensions to be insufficient to meet the

uirements of the law.

ut I desire to give one or two additional facts. "What has been ap-
propriated heretofore? For the year ending June 30, 1852, there was
appropriated $65,750,000. For the year ending June 30, 1883, there was
appropriated $100,307,999.18. For theyear ending June 30, 1884, there
was appropriated $36,295,000. For the year ending June 30, 1885, the
appropriation was $76,586,846.24. For the year ending June 30, 1886,

gress appropriated $60,000,000. The present bill proposes to ap-
propriate $75,754,200. The average appropriation for six years is §77,-
449,007. Hence we are $1,694,807 below the average of the last six

ears.

Now, Mr. Chairman, the average annual appropriation for the pay-
ment of ions for the last six years is §77,449,007, making the ap-
propriations for this year $1,694,807 below the average appropriations
of the last six years.

Mr. WILSON, Willmy colleague onthe committeeallow me a single
suggestion?

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iown. With great pleasure.

Mr. WILSON. Iunderstand thatthe gentlemanispursuing his pres-
ent line of argnment to show the efficiency of the working of the Pension
Office, and that the appropriations made from year to year hitherto have
been larger on that account than the appropriations made the present
year. If the gentleman will turn to the Commissioner’s report he will
find a statement of the disbursements made by the office in those years,
which, I submit, is a fairer test of the work of the office than the appro-
priations made here, which in a great many of those years simply in-
cluded a reappropriation of the balance coming over from the previous
fiscal year.

LIr.I]IENDERBON, of Towa. My excellent friend from West Vir-
ginia [Mr, Wirsox], with a mind always clear and fair, only antici-
pates me. Ihad intended to come to the disbursements in the very

next stage of my remarks. But I do not desire to pass from these
points until I have impressed upon the committee that while prom-
inence is given in this report and in the remaks of the gentleman in
charge of the Dbill to the fact that there is in this bill an increase of
$15,754,200 over the appropriations of last year, yet we are still $1,694,~
807 below the average of the last six years.

I deem this im t for the reason that I find a well-considered
effort on the part of gentlemen of this House to frighten the conntry with
the idea that the appropriations for pensions are now and likely to be
s0 tremendous that a halt should instantly be called.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My friend will allow me to make this sngges-
tion: It is perhaps_ true the average appropriation is what he states,
but does he not know the amount which was expended falls far below
the average of appropriations? For instance, $40,000,000 in one year
was returned to the Treasury and reappropriated. The average ex:
penditure this year will fall far below the average of appropriations.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No, sir; but on the contrary the ex-
penditures have never equaled the appropriations, as I willshow. That
was the point called out by my good friend from West Virginia [Mr,
WirLsox].

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Since I have been a member of the Committee
on Appropriations we have reappropriated $40,000,000 which had been
turned back into the Treasury. 1

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Twenty millionsof dollars for the year
ending June 30, 1884, but none for last year.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. For 1834. So the expenditure falls far below
the average you mention.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. Yes; that is what I am coming to.
Now, Mr. Chairman, having tonched on appropriations for this purpose,
I come to the point suggested by the gentleman from West Virginia.
And here is a lesson I wish every gentleman of the committee to take
into consideration, that the appropriations are no guide to the cost of
pensions, nor can you find from the report of the Commissioner of Pen-
sions the true data. It can only be found from the Treasury Depart-
ment. Now, the expenditures on account of pensions for the year end-
ing June 30, 1881, were $50,059,279.62; for 1882, $61,345,193.95; for
1893, $66,012,573.64; for 1884, $55,420,228.06; and for 1885, $56,102,-
267.49,

The average payments and disbursements for these five years were
$57,789,708.55. 'The last year’s payments were $1,677,441.06 less than
the average of the last five years. It is true, the Commissioner says, a
deficiency will yet come in, although it has not been reported to the
Treasury Department.

Now, then, the reason why there is an average deficiency of about
$20,000,000 between the amountappropriated and the amount expended,
as nearly as I can gather from the records of the Department, is, that
there is a large amount in excess every year covered into the Treasury.
The reason why the Pension Office does not give it (and I am not re-
ferring to it as something to the discredit of the Pension Office because
yon can not get the data there) is, as I understand the facts, the Pension
Office charges the sums sent to the pension agencies as if expended,
whereas each agency may have a large amount in excess, half a million
or a million, which, if not expended at the end of every two years, must
be covered back into the Treasury of the United States.
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RANDALL AND ELACK FIGHTING PENSIONS,

Now, gentlemen of the committee, this is all I deem necessary to say
specifically in reference to this bill. It has been shown in the report
for what these appropriations are designed, and I presume you have
observed the reading of the report. But, sir, in this report I also find
a matter which was not read when the rest of it was read. I presume
the gentleman in charge of the bill deemed it not necessary. Here is
a letter from the Commissioner of Pensions to the honorable chairman
of the Committee on Appropriations, giving the amount which has been
paid ount for arrearages under the arrearages acts of 1879. What that
has to do with this particular bill I am unable to comprehend. The
good judgment of the gentleman in charge of the bill did not call for
the reading of this letter, from which I draw the inference that he did
not deem 1t necessary for the purposes of this bill. But it is here in
the report.

That is not all, Mr. Chairman, for the conntry has lately been treated
1o a very large amount of information in reference to arrear: We
havealetter from the present Commissioner of Pensions to the honorable
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations giving estimatesof what
the passage of the proposition to grant arrearages to soldiers would
. probably cost. Why the Committee on Appropriations, or rather its

able and honorable chairman, took this load on his shoulders I am not
prepared to say. I can not believe it was because there was not suf-
ficient faith in the able and patriotic Committee on Invalid Pensions,
but I have watched and waited for some time for some explanation.

I find in the New York Herald of January 27 last a letter from the
Commissioner of Pensions to the honorable chairman of the Committee
on Appropriations. The head lines are not poetic, but they are start-
ling and are a sermon in themselves. Sochoice are they I will venture
to read them to the committee:

Wild pension schemes—It would take every dollar in the Treasury to pay them—
Over $302,000,000 in I—A raid organized for the benefit of pension claim-
ants—Mr. RANDALL'S timely action.

Well, I am glad that we havea gentleman in this House so patriotic
as to rescue this country from the danger which seemed to threaten it.
Why was all this done? Why was the letter of the Commissioner of
Pensions given to the country twenty-four hours in advance of any
knowledge of it coming to the members of the Committee on Appro-
priations? Why was it that the leading Democratic journals of New
York published it with such pleasant head lines before humble mem-
bers of the Committee on Appropriations knew what was going on in
the giant intellects of other members of that committee ?

Mr. RANDALL. It did not come from the Committee on Appropri-
ations, or from any member of the committee, or from me. h

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Iam very glad indeed to know that,
Mr. Chairman. I understood that there were but two copies given out,
one to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations——

Mr. RANDALL. And mine was not given ont.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And one to the President of the United
States. The gentleman from Pennsylvania disclaims it, the President
of the United States is not here, and it is only a question now between
‘‘the king and the cobbler’’—Commissioner Black and President Cleve-
land. I am glad indeed, I repeat, that the chairman of my committee
ghows that his skirts are clear.

Mr. SOWDEN. Will the gentleman from Iowa allow a question?

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. Well, I am not getting along very rap-
idly with my s . There are quite a number of things that I wish
o refer to, and I can not yield much more.

Mr. SOWDEN. I would like the gentleman from Towa to tell this
committee whether that letter which was published in the New York
Herald was not bronght to light on account of and to show the vast
amount of money supposititionsly involved in the amendment offered to
the widows’ pension bill by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] ?

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I do not see any question to answer;
but I thank the gentleman for the word *‘ supposititious,’’ so discretly
used in his speech.

Mr. SOWDEN. But is not thatthe fact, that it was evolved because
of the amendment proposed by thegentleman from Indiana andto show
the effect of it?

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. I cannot yield to the gentleman for a
speech. I do not yield to a speech I cannot hear.

Now, Mr. Chairman, a word in regard to this letter. When that letter
came out from Commissioner Black I examined it very carefully, and I
was startled by the statement that $302,836,200 would be the result of
the e of the arrearages bill.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the gentleman allow a suggestion ?

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. Well, I think I can not yield any
further, but I will if you will be brief; I have only an hour.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I know the gentleman does not wish to do any
injustice to Commissioner Black. I understand the character of the
letter published in the New York Herald purports to give the substance
of a letter from Commissioner Black to Mr. RANDALL, the chairman of
the Committee on Appropriations, does it not?

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Oh, yes; word for word, letter for let-
ter, in haee verba.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And that letter was called for by the chair-

man of the committee. It was a request on the part of the chairman
of the committee to the Commissioner of Pensions to furnish certain in-
formation to the Committee on Appropriations.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. And in regard to a bill not before the
committee, and which could not come hefore it. That is exactly what
I have stated.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 8iill the chairman had a right to make the in-
quiry so that the committee could have the information.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Undoubtedly; so, too, had every other

tleman in Congress. But it was not germane.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I simply donot want any injustice done to the
chairman.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Well, Brother RANDALL can take
care of himself, I suppose, in this matter.

Mr. RANDALL. I do not know whether I answered the question
of the gentleman in full. I understood it to relate to the mauner in
which the letter got ont. I haveanswered that distinetly, that it did
not come from the copy in my ion.

Mr. HENDERSON. Yes, I got a negative answer from you on that
point. You did deny it just now.

Mr. RANDALL. And Ihaveno knowledge of the publication what-
ever. As towhy the letter was prompted, I have no hesitation in say-
ing that I felt it my duaty, as the chairman of the Committee on
Appropriations, to inquire, with my experience here under former leg-
islation, what was likely to be the probable amount of eost to the Gov-
ernment by this amendment. That I did on my own motion, unsolic-
ited from any quarter to make the inguiry.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Then I would like to ask my friend
from Pennsylvania the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations
if he has extended his field of inquiry to embrace all other subjects of
legislation which are before all of the other committees of this Congress
and likely to involve an increase of expenditures?

Mr. RANDALL. No, sir; but only with respect to that with which
I am specially charged.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. Does the consideration of the pension
bills for our poor soldiers alone have his warning care and is that the
only field of investigation ?

Mr. RANDALL. We had to appropriate money——

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. For laws not yet made.
and laughter. ]

Mr. RANDALL. And it was with a view to the proper performance
of that duty that the inquiry was made,

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. Now let me take up this famous letter
of Commissioner Black, because it has not only been telegraphed over
the country, but it was telegraphed with a ninety-three-million-dollar
lie in its stomach; and though I have been a pretty careful reader of
the organs of the Democracy published in New York city, I have failed
to see published a correction or recantation of the falsehoods that are
given to the nation thirongh those Democratic media. When I take up
this letter and analyze it I see at once from the face of it that it con-
tains a repetition or duplication of $80,468,100. In other words, that
amonnt, as is shown in Commissioner Black’s letter, on his theory, .
would still have to be paid under the arrearages acts of 1879. Butashe
included the same amount when he came to a final computation of the
amount which would probably be allowed on the claims still pending
should the arrearage bill pass, this amount is contained twice. In
order to do him justice—

I Mr. MATSON. I desire to ask a question of the gentleman from
owa.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. Unless I am assured of more time I
must decline further interruptions, although there is no gentleman to
whom I would more willingly yield than my friend from Indiana.

Mr. MATSON. I only wish to ask the gentleman if he is not aware
that General Black published a subsequent letter soon after the other,
in which he corrects his mistake.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. I am just coming to that. I have
notr;(;en any letter from him published. But I will state what oc-
curred.

Not desiring to do any injustice to the Commissioner of Pensions I
drew a letter, addressed to him, as carefully as I eould, on the day after
his letter appeared, and sent it from this House by a riding page. In
that letter I said to him in substance: Have you not duplicated this
$80,400,000 in your recapitulation? In other words, do you not charge
to the operation of the contemplated bill to grant arrearages $30,400,000
that must be paid anyhow, whether Mr. BROWNE'S amendment goes
through or not? »

The question was drawn as clearly as I conld make it. The Commis-
sioner was stubborn. Two days afterward I got this letter, in which
he sticks to his text, and says in closing:

Tt is believed the sum given, $302,536,200, is approximately correct.

That letter was dated January 30.

Now, Mr, Chairman, a day or two after that we had the Commis-
sioner before the committee, and he changed front three times, (I will
say I am not used to this committee business, and if I any
rules or courtesies of the committee I want to be brought up with a
round torn, because I do not want to do anything improper in so ex-

[Applanse
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ceedingly proper a body.) [Laughter.] But three times he changed

t, until every member of the committee agreed that the point I
had taken was correct; and then he lly yielded. And then,
after fixing the thing up, an appendix, like a tail to the first great bat-
tering-ram that was let loose on the country, was put in to take back
and fix up the blunder which he refused to acknowledge in my corre-
spondence with him.

‘While I am not prepared to analyze motives, it is no secret in this
Chamber, Mr. Chairman, that the effect of that letter acted like magic
and carried terror into other committee-rooms about this Capitol.
Whether it will be finally successful in intimidating any committee
from meeting the patriotic requirements of the hour remains to be seen.
I myself do not believe that it will. But it is finally developed that
only two hundred and twenty-two millions will be the amount result-
ing from the passage of the bill; and thatis mere speculation by a Com-
missioner of Pensions who eould not get it hammered into his head that
he had committed a blunder that blazed out from the pages of his own
letter.

That is not all. There are still thirteen millions to be dedueted.
For when he estimates what will be payable under the acts of 1879 he
puts it on a fifteen-year basis. I credit this discovery to my able
friend from Maryland [Mr. McConas], who called my attention to it.

When he comes to compute it on the final ealeulation he puts it at
the avernge of eighteen years. That would apply to those coming
under the act of 1879, and makes up $13,000,000 and over that should
be deducted in addition to the $80,400,000.

COST OF ARREARGE ACT.

But, Mr. Chairman, let me call the attention of this House to an-
other fact. The whole theory of the cost of the arrearages goes upon
the assamption that 60 per cent. is still to be allowed on pending pen-
sion claims, Every member of this House who has aught to do in aid-
ing these men in getting recognition or speeding their claims knows
that of the 171,000 claims now pending for invalid pensions, and the
61,582 claims for widows and old fathers and mothers, the great body
of them to-day are practically in a state of rejection. They are still
there. Theyare trying to get the evidence, but they have become prac-
tieally the dregs of the claims of the last twenty years, and 60 per cent.
is a wild and extravagant speculation as to what will finally be due.
In my judgment $150,000,000 will more than cover all that possibly can
be due and payable under the bill should it become a law;
and I am as good a speculative philosopher as Commissioner Black is,
and I have studied this, I believe, with as much care, and desire to get
at the truth.

Now, while I am on this subject, I am going to furnish alittle Dem-
ocratic campaign fodder, to put it into my speech for the benefit of my
Democratic friends.

Mr. RANDALL. If it will not interrupt the gentleman, I should
like to ask him what he figures out or believes will be the cost of the
amendment as offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE].

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Ihave just said I do not helieve it
would eost over §150,000,000.

©  Mr. RANDALL. I didnot hear the gentleman make the statement.
COMMISSIONER BLACK'S TRUCKELING PARTISANSHIP.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. And that isspeculative to some extent
of course; butwe have had nothing else but speculation as yet. Iwas
saying that I proposed to furnish some Democratic campaign fodder for
my friendson the otherside. And weare friends. Wetalk outin meet-
ing sometimes, but we like each otherall thesame. The Commissioner
of Pensions in his last report treats the country to this delightful little
paragraph, which isso rich, so dignified, and so patriotic, and gives such
evidence of hisnon-partisan peculiarities, that I think T may be Erdoned
if I give the committee the benefit of it. Here on page 15 of his report
he says:

At o{m time the Pension Bureau was all but avowedly a political machine,
filled from border to border with the uncompromising nts of a single or-

ganization, who had for the claimant other tests than those of the law, and who
nired, ln' addition to servicein thefield, submission to and support of a party

ore p were granted, Notalways, but often was this true; notopenly,
but surely were the tests applied ; and the vast machinery of a professed govern-
mental office became a party power, The enormous array of the medical boards

established in every quarter was almost eolidly partisan; made so not openly

but surely., People of one faith filled every one of the agencies, -

E:rs, trained in unscrupulous schools, traversed the land as recruiting sergeants
a party.

Ah, my gentle Commissioner, when you wrote that paragraph, real-
izing that you had been a gallant soldier for your country, I fear yon
thought you might be suspected by the political party that was elevat-
ing you to place of not being sufficiently partisan, and therefore you
felt it your duty to let yourself down several degrees lower and deeper
than any Department or bureau chief appointed under this adminis-
tration !

Let us analyze this beautiful piece of—rhetoric, I may call it,
not use a stronger term. [Laughter.]

In the first place the Commissioner says: ‘‘Examiners trained in un-
scerupulonsschools traversed the land asrecruiting sergeants for aparty.”’

His own shows that there is an average of 306 examiners in the
whole Uni States. I am not very expert in figures unless I can
take my own time, but, on a rough caleunlation, that would be abont

I will

one examiner to each one hundred and eighty thousand of the population.
‘What a slanghter by one examiner! Whata tremendous influence he
must wield over the elections throughout the country! But there is
another litfle fact that ought to be considered in this connection, and
I challenge any gentleman here to correct me if I misstate it. No
member of Congress on this floor ever saw a pension examiner of his
own district doing business in his district. The rules of the Pension
Office, which were never set aside or suspended by that faithful chief
Commissioner Dndley, did not allow a pension examiner to do business
in his own Congressional district. Nay, Mr. Chairman, an examiner
was not even permitted to put his foot on official business within the
confines of his own State. That is the rule.that Commissioner Dudley
made, in order that the claimant should gain no undue advantage by
having his case investigated by an examiner who could be bronght under
local influences where the claimant lived. No man could have stepped
higher or farther outside the field of partisanship than did Commis-
sioner Dudley when he made that regnlation and enforced it.

Mr. MATSON. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him a
moment ?

Several MEMBERS. Go on.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. I will hear the gentleman’s question, .

AMr. MATSON. I want to ask the gentleman if the rule to which he
refers was not the law—whether that rule was not established, not by
Commissioner Dudley, but by the law itself?

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That makes the case all the stronger.
I am very glad to have that fact brought to my recollection. I remem-
ber now that that is the law, and I aﬁal.[ be glad if any gentleman fol-
lowing me will point out any violation of that law by Commissioner
Dudley. In my own Congressional district, which is teeming with
soldiers, not only with men who went to the war from my own State
but others whohave moved westward from the Eastern and the Middle
States—in my own district I never saw a pension examiner that I knew
by sight or by name when he entered my district.

The examiners had no power politically to aid me or to injure me,
and that was the rule throughout the country. And yet this Commis-
sioner of Pensions, perched upon a pinnacle of purity so high that even
the Angel Gabriel can not see him, makesthis wholesale charge against
the administration of the law by his predecessor.

The Commissioner ks, too, of the board of examiners. Iamglad
he mentioned them. sgefeamed something on that subject last fall in
traveling over my own State. In my city there was a board of exam-
1Ners.

The chairman of that board—I will give his name—was Dr. G. ML
Staples, a man who served all through thewar. He was one of the most
distinguished surgeons from my State; he was surgeon of a regiment,
surgeon of a brigade, surgeon of a division, surgeon in charge of one
wing of the army that advanced upon Atlanta. He had spent years
upon this board of examiners; he knew all the difficulties soldiers had
to encounter in getting up their proofs, and he knew also how to detect
fellows who would try to play the sneak. He could not be fooled by
any of that class, of whom there were a few in every army, that had
the colic when they did not have it very badly. [Langhte.r.fl He was
a man fully qualified and equipped by training and experience to un-
derstand the needs of the soldiers, and at the same time to protect the
interests of the Government. Another gentleman had been appointed
upon the board from its organization, my own family physician—ap-
pointed, though, before he became such, so that I had nothing to do
with his appointment.

These two experienced men were removed from the board and two
young men appointed in their places—men, I concede, of character and
position, of good standing and good repute, gentlemen for whom I would
with pleasure become a voucher as to their character, but gentlemen
who had no knowledge of the experiences of the Army such as Dr. Sta-
ples had. I remember, too, learning, when going throngh the district
of my distinguished colleagne, Colonel HEPBURN %if I may be pardoned
for mentioning his name), at the town of Creston, that two men who
had served in the Army were removed from the bhoard of examiners
there. One of them was a Democrat and voted for Mr. Cleveland, but
he committed the heinous crime of voting also for my collengue, Mr.,
HEPBURN. These two gentlemen were both kicked out and inexperi-
enced civilians put in their places.

One evening when I spokein the city of Muscatine, in the district of
my distingnished colleague [Mr. MurPHY ], who can talk more Henne-
pin Canal into you in five minutes than any man living [langhter], I
met two gentlemen who had been removed from the board, who had
served through all the war, experienced surgeons, and there were then
two vacancies on the board, as I was told, the Department not having
been able to fill their places.

Inother words, two-thirds of all the examining s of this coun-
try—men of experience, the great majority of them comrades of the
soldiers, equipped with knowledge and with a kindly feeling for ap-
plicants—were stricken down and men without experience put in their
places, many of them civilians. And, as is suggested to me, this was
done as a matter of policy. It is proclaimed in this report.

I do not wish to dwell lopger upon that point, for my watch tells
me that my time is flying.
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Mr. CUTCHEON. How abount the statement as to other tests than
those of the law being applied to pensioners?

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I am glad my friend from Michigan
[Mr. CurcHEON] reminds me of that point. It is snggested in this re-
port that these partieswhofilled the offices had for the claimants *‘ other
tests than those of the law.”” I would like to see the man living who
could testify to this. The Commissioner says this was not done openly.
‘Where did he get his information? Did he get it from some of those
slimy wretches who fawn around incoming power in order that they
may hold place? If sothe testimony will not go far with me; and the
Commissioner ought not to ineorporate into his report a statement of
that kind based upon the evidence of that class of sneaks. Thatis the
only term in the English langnage that will deseribe them. If I were
out im the Western prairies I wonld use an expletive with it. [Laugh-
ter.

Now I have had a good deal to do with the Pension Office——

Mr. SOWDEN. Will the gentleman allow me a guestion?

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No, my friend must excuse me; I can
notyield. I haveseveral thingsI want to say, and my watch is hurry-
ing me up.

Mr. SOWDEN. I only wish to say——

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I cannotyield. Ihopemy friend will
keep good-natured; Pennsylvania is all right.

‘When interrupted, with nothing but a kindly motive, I know, I was
about to say that during all the time since 1882 that I have had busi-
ness dealings with the Pension Office, under the last and the previous
administration, it never once ocenrred to me in any verbal or written
communication that it was a political machine. I never once suggested
to the last Commissioner, who was an intimate friend, any political
reasons for the allowance of any claim; and I donot believe that any
member on this floor or any man who has held a seat hereeverdidso. I
do not believe it would have been conducive to the health of any gentle-
man to enter the presence of General Dudley with a dishonorable prop-
osition like that referred to in the report of Commissioner Black.

BOUTHERN SECTIONALISM AND DEMOCEATIC MIBMANAGEMENT.

But, Mr. Chairman, I pass over that. Iwant to come now toanother
subject, the question of the cost of the passage of the arrearages bill.
Gentlemen say it is going to cost too much. I compliment my friend
in eharge of this bill [ Mr. Tow~NsHEND] for his sentiments on that sub-
ject. We will pull together like good fellows side by side when we
can do it. My answer on this question of cost has been ly made;
but I have something more to say on that subject: That is simply and
solely a question for the Committee on Ways and Means. Ifit istrue
that there is logic and justice in these claims nnderlying the arrearages
bill, that ends the question. They are just, they are logical, and the
honor of the nation is pledged to pension the soldier from the moment
that the service of the country injured him.

But gentlemen tell us, ‘‘Ah, but the receipts and expenditures must
be looked into.”” In a very able, dignified, and well-tem speech
by my distingnished friend who now occupies the chair . Crise]
attention was called, if my memory serves me right, to the fact that
there would be a deficiency, according to the report of the Secretary of
the Treasury, in June 30, 1887. I will admit that the Becretary so
states. According to the report of the of the Treasury, the
income from all sources for the year edding June 30, 1885, was $323,-
£90,706.38; the expenditures $305,830,970.54, showing a surplus June
30, 1885, of $17,859,735.84. As compared with the former fiscal Jyear,
notwithstanding the Government has been in the hands of a great **eco-
nomical and reform party *’—1I love to roll that asa sweet morsel under
my tongue—there has been a decrease in receipts of $24,829,163.54, and
an increase of expenditures of $16,100,690.78. For the year ending
June 30, 1886, it is estimated that there will be a surplusof $24,250,000.
For the year ending June 30, 1887, the Secretary of the Treasury esti-
mates there will be a deficiency of $24,539,552.34,

Now, I shall be glad if the chairman of the Commiites on Ways and
Means will watch these figures. Let no one be intimidated by them.
If they prove to be true, for one I would a good deal rather let the for-
eign gentlemen who want to come in here and trafficin American ports
and other American markets pay a little more duty, in order that we
might be able to meet the just and honorable obligations of the coun-
try. [Applause.] OrI would take another step, and let gentlemen
who smoke tobacco and cigars, and now and then take a little whisky
and beer (and we will not stop to discusswho are and who are not pay-
ing the tax now)—I would let them continue to pay their tax rather
than break our faith or fail to fulfill a single one of the pledges made
by this Republic to the men who were invited in its hour of dangerto
put their shoulder to the wheel to save this free Government from de-
struction. [Applause.]

That is my policy, and I caution gentlemen of the Ways and Means
Committee: Gentlemen go slow in reducing taxes. First, make sure

what you are about, read the reports of your Government before yon go

further. Make Johnny Bull pay for the privilege of coming into the

markets of America to transact his business in competition with our

ome producers. Wewill then take care of our own people. [Applause.]
How much time have I left, Mr. Chairman?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has ten minutes of his hour re-

maining,.

Mr. fIENDERSON, of Jowa. I want to reserve some of my time,
but there is another theme I desire to tonch upon before resuming my
seat. Itis a subject, Mr. Chairman, I approach with reluctance and
hesifation.

Mr. CANNON. I will yield to the gentleman from Iowa a portion
of my timeif he desires it.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Jowa. I thank the gentleman from Illinois
for his kindness. Mr. Chairman, I approach with hesitation the point
to which I refer, and that is the attitude of certain members of this
House to this question of pensions. I say I approach it with delicacy,
because the weak spot in my nature is, I have not got a hating heart.
I can knock a fellow down when I am mad, but the next minute I wish
to pick him up and help him and be his friend. In aught I may now -
say let no member of this House misinterpret my motives or senti-
ments.

In the speeches of the distinguished chairman of the committee made
immediately after the famous Black letter came out—or in order not
to rob any gentleman of his deserts, the famous Randall-Black lefter—
the chairman of this committee made a speech on Friday night, (private
pension bill night), a most elaborate and carefully-prepared speech, in
which he took up and gave currency to the ninety-million-dollar state-
ment of the letter just alluded to. The major premise of that speech
was that those who had stepped forward to save the country in its honr
of peril were entitled to receive fair pensions. That was the major
premise; the minor premise was this: that he was opposed to giving
$12 a month to widows, because it was an exorbitant pension. The
major premise was broad and patriotic in favor of giving liberal pen-
sions, but the minor premise stated in his view that $12 a month was
too large an amount. Then his assanlt on the arrearages proposition
was magde with that breadth, force, and power of which we all know
the gentleman from Georgia to be capable.

Does any one here claim that $12 a month is too much for a widow
who has had her natural and legal prop taken away from her? Those
who indulge in the narcotic weed spend twice that much in & month
and puff it away in smoke. Yetwhen it is proposed to give the woman
whose natural support is in the grave the sum of §12 a month it issaid
to be too much. I wish I econld feel that these gentlemen themselves
are really impressed with the fact that in reality it is an exorbitant
pension. But I could not help noticing the negative vote on that bhill,
and I ask the Clerk to read that negative vote as a partof my remarks—
I refer to the widows’ pension bill increasing the pension from eight to
twelve dollars a month—giving with the name the State from which
the member comes.

The Clerk read as follows:

T g e i i Mg g e g 5 ottt g
Breckinridge, Arkansas; Breckinridge, Kentucky; Cabell, Virginia; Clem-
e e e
gan, Bouth Carolina; Davidson, Alabama; Davidson, Florida’; Dibble, South
lina; Dougherty, Florida; Forney, Alabama; Glass, Tennessee; Ham-
St Sl Sl o o2
Noru::“&mﬁ;a; Jo Alabama
Martin, Alabama; MeM
Mills, Texas; Morgnan, M.issl.mirpi:
Arkansas; P?:ryln;aq_nth’ ané_ns;

ill, South Carolina ; Henderson, North
ew York ; Irion, Lonisiana; Johnsion,

; Laffoon, Kentucky; Lanham, Texas;
en, Tennessee; McRae, Arkansas; Miller, Texas;
Oates, Alabama; O'Ferrall, Virginia; Peel,
Reagan, Texas: Reid, North Carolina;

Reese, Georgia; son, ; Badler, Alanbama; Sayers, Texas:
Singleton, l\ﬁasi‘u!i i; Skinner, North Carolina; Stewart, Texas; St, Martin,
In\ﬁsim; Stone,

entucky ; J. M. Taylor, Tennessee; Throekmorton, Texas;
Tillman, South Carolina; Trigg, Virginia; T
Wellborn, Texas; Wheeler, Alabama.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, the total noes were 66.
The total Democratic noes were 66. [Applause on the Republican
side.] The total Republican noes were none. [Renewed applause. ]
The total noes South were 64; the total noes North were 2.

I pause here to say that I have not failed to note the names of those
South who voted in the affirmative, and I note some of those who have
been on opposing battlefields from me. I wish, sir, that there had been
more of them, in order to feed the tendency of my mind for fraternity.

There were 2 votes in the negative from the North, one Mr. HEWITT,
of New York, which does not disturb me much, because he is not a
standing anthority on any great question. [Laughter.] Thereisnot
a scrap-book, an economic scrap-hook in the land but has him as the
leading authority on both sides of the tariff qnestion. [Laughter.]

If that does not dispose of my friend from New York, the eloquent
allusion of my distingnished friend from Illinois [Mr. ToWNSHEND]
in charge of this bill, when he referred to hostilities coming from the
money power of the conntry, may possibly touch his case. As for my
friend from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG], the other Northern Democrat
voting against the bill, I am in a little deeper trouble.

Still his speech on that question showed that he—one of the leading
Democratic chieftains of the West, and recognized as such—wasunwill-
ing to recognize a widow for the purpose of a pension unless she was
married to the fellow before he got hurt or was killed. But, sir, he
will not go very far as Northern authority, for the reason that a man
who would make a fight against a widow and at the same time make
his leading effort in this Congress to restore to the enormous pay and

ucker, Virginia; Turner, Georgia;
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position that he has been restored to in this Honse Fitz-John Porter
is not a high aunthority, at least in some parts of the eountry. [Ap-
plause on the Republican side. ]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has ex-

ired.
y Mr, HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, I am so grateful for the honorable
mention of my name by the gentleman from Iowa this morning, that I
ask the House unanimously to extend himunlimited time. [Langhter
on the Democratic side. ] :

Mr. SOWDEN. T object.

Mr. CANNON. Can I be recognized now?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has promised to recognize the gentle-
man from Kansas [Mr. RYaN].

Mr. RYAN. Well,if I can be recognized now, I will yield so much
of my time to the gentleman from Towa as he may require.

Mr. CANNON. That was my purpose.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will require but a few minutes.

I am very much obliged to the gentleman from Kansas who has
yielded me the time, and also to the gentleman from Pennsylvania for
his objection. As to the gentleman from Georgia, for his motion, I as-
sume that it is inspired from nothing but the kindliest motives, and
therefore donbly thank him. [Laughter on the Republican side. ]

Now, sir, this is a significant vote. There is a great lesson to be
learned from this vote. In the late campaigns in the North—I do not
know how it is down South—the Republican party was charged with
being a party of sectionalism, a party that waves the ensangunined gar-
ment that keeps up sectional lines. The man that will ever make
that charge on a publie stump in America after thatsample vote closes
his eyes to the trath.

THE SOUTH WAIVING THE “ BLOODY SHIRT.”

Mr, TILLMAN, Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques-
tion ?

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. Oh, yes; I have time now to answer.

Mr. TILLMAN. I do it good-naturedly.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I know that.

Mr. TILLMAN. And as patriotically as the gentleman himself.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Oh, yes. 4

Mr. TILLMAN. Ihave a country to serve as well as he has.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Jowa. Certainly.

Mr. TILLMAN. Considering that the cotton States, or rather what
are known as confederate States, pay about one-third of the amount de-
rived by the Federal Government from taxation—being based on con-
sumption on imported goods and whisky and tobacco—I say consider-
ing that the taxation of the Federal Government is based upon con-
sumption and not upon property, and therefore while the South, or the
ex-confederate States, pay about one-third of the total amount paid by
the Federal Government for pensions, of which they do not get back 3
cents; considering also that $8a month from the foundation of the Gov-
ernment to the present time has been deemed a sufficient pension to a
widow, can the gentleman blame the Southern members for frying to
restrain the necessarily large expenditures for pensions within the rule
that has prevailed heretofore?

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I never was more grateful for an in-
terruption. I arraign no gentlemsn on this floor for his vote; but I
say this in reply to the gentleman, that there is no section of this coun-
try that, before God, is under deeper and more profound obligation to
pay this debt, or every dollar of their share of it, than the Southern
States. [Applause on the Republican side. ]

Was it a day of pleasure for us when our flags were unfurled and we
marched southward? Was it something we craved and desired when
we turned our backs npon our homes and our faces upon death? Ah,
Mr. Chairman, I speak for one. I fought for the South as well as for
the North, and that my friend did not do. [Applause on the Repub-
lican side.] I laid my life at his feet as much as I did to keep a roof
over my own And now that we can all meet here together, men
who stood in serried columns against each other for four years, I think
that those who cast that negative vote and those covered by the ques-
tion of the gentleman are under as profound a moral and legal obliga-
tion to meet this indebtedness as we are, if not more so. And if he
will follow my record on this floor he will find I have voted with yon
gentlemen and raised my voice to help you in your appeals to give you
snbstantial aid. Ihave doneitin the teeth of opposition sometimes, but
never have you appealed to me for one to stand by the developmentof
the Southern country and found me shirking the duty. Ihavenotread
this vote on the widows’ bill for the purpose of stirring up bad blood
in you, and I know that you can not do it with me. That is not my
motive. My motive is this—

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman permit me—

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. In a moment. My motive is this: I
feel in the kindest and sincerest spirit imaginable that the time has
come when sectional lines should be dropped, but when sixty-four mem-
bers upon that side of the House, all from the South, said that $12 were
too much to pay a widow, I say that the sectional lines were kept up
and the bloody shirt was unfurled in our faces.

Mr. McMILLIN. May I ask the gentleman a question?

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. I will hear the question of the gentle-
man from Alabama [Mr. OATER].

Mr. OATES. I do not understand that the gentleman alleges that
any member from the Southern States has voted against pensions.

_Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. There are these G4 votes against pen-
S10D8.
¥O CONETITTTIONAL LAW IN THE SOUTH.

A MEMBER. Against an increase of pensions.

Mr. OATES. Will you not allow us when we vote for pensions to
exercise same judgment as to the amount? Or are we here as slaves,
and not permitted to exercise even that privilege ?

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No, no; not asslaves; God knows that
I want all the members on this floor to stand as equals. I concede the
constitutional right. One of the oldest members on this floor, the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], said in discussing
the widows’ bill he wounld exercise his constitutional rights on this floor.
I concede that; but I do say another thing, and the remark of the gen-
tleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] suggests it to my mind. I say
there is more than one way of observing the Constitution and more than
one way of trampling it under foot.

To-day, Mr. Chairman, the Constitution is thrown in our faces as a
shield to cover an almostsolid vote against that little pension bill. And
yet there is hardly a Constitution of the United States to be found in
the Southern States. I assert here and now as my conviction that if
these gentlemen respected the Constitution as they say they would not
have the control in this Chamber; if they respected the Constitution
instead of ballot-box stuffing and shotguns, they would not have con-
trol of the executive of this nation. [Groans and applause.] Ay,
you may groan, gentlemen, but you yourselves do know, and you boast
of it, too, that you will control this Government in spite of the Consti-
tution, and I tell you here and now in this Chamber that there are as
great crimes under the forms of law committed in your section as there
was when Sumter was fired on. For one, 1 protest against sectional
control of this country, with the Constitution absolutely defied.

These are my sentiments. I say that the gauntlet was thrown in
that vote against fraternal feeling. But I say to my friend here and
now, that that vote shall never control one vote of mine to a sectional
course. I shall vote to build up the South, for God F2ows it needs it,
and youn have ‘felt the force and effect of war. I shall give every vote
that I can for the South as I would for Iowa, and that is saying a good
deal.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to occupy the attention of the
committee longer. [Criesof “Goon!’’] I only desire to say in clos-
ing that I sincerely trust that no gentleman, especially those who were
in the ranks against me, misinterpret my feelings, for I say to you now
I wonld rather spend eternity in hell with a confederate who tendered
life with his views than be in heaven for ever with a Northern copper-
head. [Laughterandapplause.] I respect you, and evershall respect
you, and I say to you, call on me when you want help, under the Con-
stitution. [Applause. ]

Mr. RYAN. How much time have I remaining?

The CHAIRMAN. Fifteen minutes of the time of the gentleman
from Kansas [Mr. RYAN] have been occupied.

Mr. RYAN. I reserve the balance of my time. !

Mr. Wirsox, of West Virginia, and Mr. CANNON rose.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia is recognized.

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. If the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. CANNoON] desires to speak now, I will reserve my time.

Mr. CANNON. Ishould prefer to have the gentleman from West
Eirginia proceed, as there has just been a speech on this side of the

ouse.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. As no one seems desirous of speaking, I move
that the committee rise.

The motion was not agreed to.

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, rose.

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginin. How much time does the gentle-
man from Ohio desire?

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I rose to take the floor.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Isu that the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr.
WARNER] be recognized in his own right.

The CHATIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio will proceed.

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I have not risen to go into a general dis-
cussion of the pension question. What modification should be made
in the pension laws is a question which I did not suppose was coming
up for discussion at this time when the single proposition before the
House is a bill appropriating $75,000,000 to pay pensions for the coming
year. Such bills, my experience has been, have gone through this
House almost without debate and almost without opposition.

But to-day the opportunity has been taken to drag polities into the
debate on a pension appropriation bill and to arraign certain officials.
Now, Mr. Chairman, when the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. HENDERSOXN |
arraigons the present Commissioner of Pensions for a statement made in
his report, and claims that it is without foundation in fact, I call his
attention to what the country well knows, and that is that the late
Commissioner of Pensions daring thelast Presidential and Congressional
election left his place in the Pension Office—left his high seat as judi-
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cial officer in the Pension Department—and went to the State of Ohio
to take charge of the political campaign, and there remained for five or
six weeks, in charge of the Republican campaign in that State, all the
time holding on to his office and drawing his salary as Commissioner
of Pensions.

Not only did the Commissioner go to Ohio to take charge of the Re-
publican campaign, but officers under him were sent out to that State
and to other States to do similar work. My friend from Cincinnati
[Mr. BurTERWORTH] knows what some of them went there for.

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. Idoverywell. Iknow theywent to coun-
teract the performance of a pack of scoundrels there,

Mr, WARNER, of Ohio. My friend from Cincinnati knows very well
what they went there for; he knows they went there to help in the
Republican campaign while drawing pay from the United States Treas-
ury. Some of them were sent elsewhere, ostensibly on duty connected
with the office, but in fact to do political work. It is well known in
the State of Ohio that the late Commissioner of Pensions increased the
number of special examiners and special agents in that State just be-
fore the October election. My own district had some six or eight sent
into it just before the election. In other districts, safely Democratie,
there were only one or two, or the usual number. Not only that, Mr.
Chairman, but it is well known that the late Commissioner, as chair-
man of the campaign committee in Ohio, employed by the hundred men
who went all over that State, into every county and township in the
State and into every school district, to do political work. I do notsay
any of this class weve paid ounl of the pension fund or any money ap-
propriated by Congress, but out of the campaign fund provided for the
election in that State.

These agents represented themselves as in the employ of Mr. Dudley,
the Commissioner of Pensions. They hunted up soldiers who were ap-
plicants for pensions, and wherever they found a Democratic applicant
they pursued him to his home and told him if he voted the Democratic
ticket he need not expect to have his pension allowed. They repre-
sented themselves as coming from the Commissioner of Pensions, who
had come to Ohio for the purpose of managing the campaign. They
said they knew what they were talking about, and thatif theapplicants
expected to get their pensions they must vote the Republican ticket.
1 am talking about what I know was represented.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him aques-
tion?

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Not now,
very little time, and I can not yield.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Just for one question.

" Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Very well.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Do you think it was those pension agents in
your district that had suchaterrib]e effect upon your vote, or was it the
fact that you did not vote for the bill to appropriate money to pay pen-
sions? [Laughter on the Republican side.

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, in reply to my colleague’s
question, I will inform him that I did vote for the bill appropriating
money to pay pensions. I do not think there was a single vote against
it on the floor of this House. I don’t remember that there was. My
colleague asked that question evidently without knowing the facts.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Did you vote for the Mexican pension bill after
it eame back from the Senate?

Mr, WARNER, of Ohio. I most certainly did not, and I do not ex-
pect to vote for it if it comes up again in the same form. I shall vote
for no bill that proposes, as that did, to grant to men who were merely
borne on the roll fourteen days, who never left their States, or perhaps
their counties, the same pensions that it allowed to men who served
throughout the war and were wounded or disabled. [Applause on the
Democratic side.] A more unjust proposition than that in my judg-
ment never was presented in this Hall. I voted against it; I spoke
against it everywhere in my district, and the people understand my
position on that bill. 8o I shall vote agamst it again if it comes up
again in that form or with the same provisions. So much for that.

I come back now to the main question, which is the prostitution of
the Pension Office for political purposes under the late Commissioner of
Pensions—not only the prostitution of his own high functions, but also
the conduct of some of his subordinates. Isay that those special agents
of his, or who claimed to be, flooded every district and every township
in the State of Ohio before our October election—I do not say with his
knowledge; I have no right to say that; but presumably so, because of
the position he took in that campaign; they went all over the State,
telling the soldiers that they must vote the Republican ticket or else
their pensions wounld not beallowed, and if they were drawing pensions
that they would lose them.

Why, Mr. Chairman, there is scarcely a Democratic soldier in my
district who can not testify to this thing. Not only by such agents,
but by Republicans generally who engaged in political work was this
done; it was the common stock in trade in the campaign; and I think
they were justified in assuming what they did by the position which
the Commissioner himself took when he abandoned his high official
position and went out to Columbus to take charge of the campaign for
the Republican party

Mr. CUTCHEON.

I am on the floor now for but

I ask the gentleman to yield for a question.

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Certainly.

Mr. CUTCHEON. The charges which the gentleman has made in
regard to the use of the Pension Office for political purposes are broad
and sweeping.

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio.
broad and sweeping.

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to ask the gentleman whether he
has any proof in an authentic form of the statement he has made?

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. There are plenty of witnesses. I myself
know of many of these things.

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman give us his specific authority ?

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The gentleman knows, does he not, that
General Dudley was managing the Republicansin Ohio? Let mestate
further that the Commissioner, as I amn now advised, had his office at
Columbus in the office of the agent for paying pensions. I know that
he sent out telegrams all over the State; at least he sent a great many
into my district, some of which were intercepted and shown to me,
disclosing exactly what he was doing.

Now, I will say to my friend from Michigan, I never have charged
that these political agents were sent out by Commissioner Dadley. I
say they so represented themselves. Many of them were strangers.
Nobody knew them. They found "out the soldiers, followed them to
their homes; and soldiers and their friends came to me and told me what
had been told them. I was told—I am not telling any secrets—by
Republicans on the stump that these men were not really pension
agents, but were political agents sent out by General Dudley at the
head of the campaign committee, and were paid out of the campaign
funds. That, I think, is correct. I believed it then, and I believe it
now

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Why did you not say that in immediate
connection with the charge?

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I did.

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. You have just said these men were wholly
unanthorized, as you have been advised, yet the statement you made
before 1mphed that they were sent out by the Pension Office.

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. My colleague is mistaken. I said they
claimed to come from Mr. Dudley. I said that I did not know whether
he sent them ornot. Ionlyknow what they claimed. The six oreight
special examiners or special pension agents I spoke of were a different
class; they were sent from the Pension Office.

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The gentleman should not have discon-
nected the two statements.

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The fact that Mr. Dudley left his place here
in Washington and went to Columbus to take charge of the campaign
there, still holding his office—for he resigned to take effect at a certain
time, really depending on the result of the election—is evidence enough
to me. I do not want any other evidence as to what he was doing and
was willing to do in that campaign.

The fact that General Dudley, holding the office of Commissioner of
Pensions, was willing to leave his duties here and go into a State of
which he was not a citizen, with which he had no political relations,
and there take charge of a political campaign, is all the evidence I want
that he was ready to do all the other things charged against him. And
such a prostitution of high official position I do not believe can be found
in any other case in the records of this country, and I hope it never will
be repeated.

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman name any of these political
agents besides General Dudley ?

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Rathbone was one.

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman name another?

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I could name a good many, for I made
some investigation into this matter.

Mr. CUTCHEON. Let us have them all.

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. As a gentleman near me suggests, ‘‘ their
name is legion.”” The class of political agents I have referred to could
be found in every township and every school district—in my part of the
State at any rate.

Mr. CUTCHEON. Then it ought to be easy to name more than one.

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. These men were strangers to me, but they
were there, and I say they were supported by Republicans who were
engaged in political work in that canvassin their representations to sol-
diers that if they voted the Democratic ticket they would never get
their pensions., That was said so many times that it became an old
story. Thesoldiers were told that their claims for pensions would not
depend upon their service for their country, would not depend upon
scars or wounds or disability, but upon whether they supported the
Republican party or not. This is the way pensions were mixed up
with politics in that Dudley campaign in Ohio.

Mr. CUTCHEON. Now, will the gentleman allow me one more

question on that point?
My friend is so good-natured that I must

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio.
yield to him.

Mr. CUTCHEON. About 531,000 invalid pensions have already
been granted; and all of them, except those granted since the 4th of
March last, have been granted under Republican Commissioners. Does
the gentleman claim that these 531,000 pensioners are all Republicans?

I am aware of that, because the facts are
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Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Oh, no. No such claim is made.

Mr. CUTCHEON. About half are Democrats.

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I will go further; I will go so far as to
say I donot think the question of politics has determined the allow-
ance of pensions generally. I only talk things that take place about
election times, and especially the election two years ago when General
Dudley went to Ohio to manage the campaign. When they thought
there was something to be gained by this course they did attempt to
connect the allowance of pensions with politics, and for that purpose
the Commissioner left his place in the Pension Office and went out to
Ohio. [Applause on the Democratie side. ]

Mr. CUTCHEON. Did he not file his resignation before he went?

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But hedrew his pay all the time and com-
municated all the time with the Pension Office. [ Applause on the Dem-
ocratic side.] He was in frequent communication with the office, and
during that time some question arose between him and the deputy com-
missioner, Mr. Clarke, as to who had anthority, He claimed to have
authority notwithstanding the fact that he left the Pension Office to go
to Ohio to manage a political campaign. His resignation could have
been easily enough recalled if Blaine had been elected. That is the im-
partial management of that office under the Commissioner to which the
gentleman from Iowa referred. -

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques-
tion ?

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Take the examining the boards of
surgeons who pass upon questions of disability. I do not say there
were not Democrats who were members of such boards under the former
Commissioners, but so far as I know there was no Democrat onany ex-
amining board in my district. When the present Commissioner came
in I advised asa measure of simple justice that there should be at least
one man of the opposite party on every examining board in the country.
The present Commissioner in this way has constituted all his examining
boards.

Mr. HEPBURN. Let me correct the gentleman. It is only fair to
state that in Jowa on every one of the examining boards there was a
Democrat.

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Iowa then must have been an exception,
for 1 do not know of any in Ohio. Certainly there was none in my
district. Ishould like to have the gentleman tell us what Democrat
was on the examining board in Keokulk.

Mr. SOWDEN. There were no Democrats appointed on examining
boards in Pennsylvania.

Mr. BOUTELLE. Permit me toask the gentleman a question.

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Certainly. I alwaﬁ;s yield.

Mr. BOUTELLE. I wish to ask whether the absence of Repub-
liean pension examiners accounted for the remarkable gains achieved in
Hamilton County last year?

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I refer to the election two years ago.

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will suspend for one moment until
the Clerk reads Rule IV, clanse 1.

The Clerk read as follows:

1. When any meml.:eﬁduir;u hofpaak.gr df]lm any matier to the House, he

shall rise andr to ** Mr. Bpeaker,” and, on beingrec-
ognized, may address the House from any place on the flooror from the Clerk’s
desk, and shall fine himself to the question under debate, avoiding person-
alities,

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has had that provision of the rules
read for the purpose of suggesting to members when they are disposed
to interrupt the member occupying the floor that if they will address
the Chair much less confusion will result than under the present sys-
tem of members interrupting the occupant of the floor without his con-
sent and without addressing the Chair.

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I have been asked what reduced the vote
in my district. Just these agencies and the misrepresentations made
to the soldiers, who helieved, as hundreds have since said to me, that if
they voted for me and for Cleveland for President it would be the last
of their pensions. They were made to believe their pensions did not
depend upon their services, wounds, or disability, but npon how they
voted. That, I say, was constantly and persistently put before them
in campaign documents and by such agencies as I have referred to every-
where. My colleagunes all know this. My case was not exceptional.

Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask the gentleman from Ohio if he thinks that
is the measure of the intelligence of his constituents to believe any-
thing of that kind?

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Doubtless Democratic soldiers in my
friend’s district were told the same thing, and if they were told so by
agents claiming to represent the Commissioner of Pensions they would
be likely to believe it.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman yield to me?

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Certainly.

Mr. GROSVENOR. How was it your district happened to be af-
flicted with =o great a loss when other Democrats seemed to have gained
during that memorable transaction?

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I can giveanotherreason for that. [Laugh-
ter.] There was a reduction of about five or six hundred, I think.
Last year the district went Republican. It has gone Republican before.
But the reason why there was so large a reduction was because more

money was spent there to back up these agencies than in any other dis-
trict in the State. [Applause.]

They seemed to be very anxious indeed for some reason to defeat me.
Even my good friend and eolleague on theotherside came over and tried
to help themdoit. Idonot think in doingso that he exactly represented
the facts in the case; but ne we have been good friends and
I hope nothing will disturb that relation. He was doing service for his

y and he always does that well.

Mr. GROSVENOR. I went over to explain some political inconsist-
encies into which my friend seemed to have fallen.

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Yes, my friend thought that I should have
voted for the Mexican pension bill asit came back from the Senate with
its load of amendments, as well as for some other matters about which
we differed. Now my constituents seemed to think, after a review of
the matter, that I was about right after all.

Mr. CUTCHEON. Do I understand the gentleman from Ohio to
admit that some of his Democratic constituents are purchasable with
money ?

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry to say in answer
to the gentleman from Michigan that I have never known a district in
which there were not some men who could be influenced by money.

It is, I admit, a sad state of affairs, and in this connection I will take
occasion to say that in my opinion the most threatening danger that
besets this country to-day comes from the use of money in connection
with elections. [Applause.] Not less than $25,000, probably double
that sum, was spent in my district—mostly a country district—to se-
cure my defeat, and pension agents and General Dudley were doing all
they could besides.

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. May I ask the gentleman from Ohio a
question ?

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Certainly, Iwill yield; Iamina yielding
mood.

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I entirely agree with the gentleman that
the great danger confronting our institutions is the tendency to a plu-
tocracy. It notonly affects elections of representatives to Congress, but
may I not ask my friend from Ohioif itis notsuspected ashavingentered
into legislative bodies to influence the election of United States Sena-
tors? [Laughter and applause. ] p

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I am afraid so; butlet me assure my friend
that if he will take the tronble o inquire about it he will find my rec-
ord always against such influences; and he will find no apology any-
where from me for any such practices. I hold in abhorrence the use
of money to control elections of any kind, and I have always denounced
it and always shall denounce it.

Mr. REED, of Maine, Let us now hear from the rest of the Ohio
Democracy. [Langhter.]

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Now, Mr. Chairman, I come back to the
orzanization of the Pension Office. My friend from Iowa explains that
two or three chiefs have been removed from the Pension Office.

There are something like two thousand, or perhaps a little less than
two thonsand, Government employés in that office. This is an enor-
mous foree for one office. It isan office, too, let me say, where politics
never ought to be permitted to enter. Any Commissioner of Pensions
who wonld permit a question relating to the politics of an applicant
for a pension to be asked in that office would dishonor the office. The
rights of soldiers to pensions do not depend upon their politics, and
polities ought not to enter there any more than in a court of justice.
Why, what would you think of a court of justice where rights of liti-
gants were made to turn on their political affiliations, or where even a
suggestion of a political nature was allowed? The Pension Office should
be as far above political influence as any court of justice.

But, sir, to the organization of the Pension Office. There have been
two or three removals, but it shonld be remembered that there are
nearly two thousand persons employed—at least one thousand seven
hundred or one thousand eight hundred altogether.

A MeMBER. How many are Democrats?

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. How many are Demoerats? I was told
that out of nearly two thousand but sixty-eight—I believe that was
the number—were Democrats and all the rest were Republicans, My
information may not be exact, but I am not far out of the way; the
great majority of them are Republicans. Now, I am free to say I think
there ought to be some more removals. I think it due to the Demo-
cratic party and to the country that there should be more Democrats
in that office. Instead of complaining of two or three removals, the
real grounds of eomplaint I think are that there have not been a good
many more removals. But I do not think that the present Commis-
sioner of Pensions has permitted political questions to enter the office
since he has been there.

Mr. FUNSTON. Will the gentleman let me ask him a question ?

Mr. WARNER of Ohio. Oh, yes.

Mr. FUNSTON. I desire to ask the tleman if he says that he is
opposed to political questions entering there and that there ought not
to be a political question raised, why there should be more Democrats
there?

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I want the office to be made non-partisan
by putting partisans out—by putting out mef whose sole recommen-
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dation for appointment wasthe fact they were zealous partisans. [Ap-
planse on the Democratic side. ]

Mr. CUTCHEON. And by pufting in partisans on the other side.
[Applause on the Republican side. ]

Mr. FUNSTON. Of conrse that is the logie.

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. To be non- both parties should be
indiscriminately there. It should be divided fairly between the par-
ties, which is not the case now. Let me remind my friend that the one
qualification essential to secure an appointment there under Republican
administrations—I do not say the only qualification, but the essential
qualification was, was he a good Republican? 'Was he a zealous mem-
ber of his party and a good political worker? In many cases I appre-
hend no other question was asked. Now, I want to free the Pension
Office from this abuse.

Mr. CURTIN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask a question?

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Certainly.

Mr. CURTIN. If the offices are not partisan and you do not put

riisans ont and partisans in, what is the use of holding an election?

Langhter and applanse. ]

Mr. WARN ER, of Ohio. My distinguished friend from Pennsylvania
has presented the Flanagan enigma again. He asks what are we here
for? Buton that point I will define my position at any rate. I be-
lieve such places as these, and above all others places in the Pension
Office, ought to be non-partisan. This service should be non-partisan.
But we do not make it so by keeping only Republicans in, men who
were appointed solely because they were active political workers in
the Republican party. I believe in letting such partisans step down
and out. We require all who enter this non-partisan service to go in
through the non-partisan gateway—the Civil Service Commission. Why
should not all be treated alike?

Mr, PERKINS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques-
tion?

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Yes, sir.

Mr. PERKINS. Isthe gentleman aware that the present Commis-
sioner of Pensions has kept Republican members of Congress standing
in the ante-room while he was conferring with Democratic members
as to who should be discharged?

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I havenot heard thatand I do not see how
that could well be, for there have not been any discharges. There are
certain offices which I believe ought to be changed with every change
of administration. Every head of a Department, bureau, or division
onght to be changed and made harmonious with the administration.
I believe that the men occupying such places ought to be in sympathy
with the sdministration and in harmeny with its policy. As to the
places that are merely ministerial, let them be made non-partisan by
putting out those who were a'ppomted solely because they were parti-
san, or ab any rate require all to go through the same ordeal to stay
as to get in. In other words, make the service non-partisan by putting
all on the same footing. Give Democrats ab any rate an equal chance.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to one other thing, and
I will then take my seat. I desire to make one remark in justice to
the present Commissioner of Pensions; and that is, that I have heard
no complmnt. from any soldier from any part of the country that there

been any partisanship in decisions rendered on pension claims; and
instead of there being no pensions allowed, as the soldiers were told,
there have been more pensions allowed upon their merits, and on the
evidence presented, under the present administration of that office than
were ever allowed in the same time under any other administration of
this office. I am certainly borne out by the facts in this statement.

When I mm;;3 in 1]::?1? to vg:e for this pens;ont}lnll, to vote to a}ipé'o&

iate seventy-five ions y pensions for the coming 1
ggt expect to have anything top;y or that there would be g:;r discus-
sion on the bill at all further than to explain the appropriation. Iam
in favor of extending the provisions of the pension laws so as to embrace
all soldiers who are now disabled, if they have a military record that
justifies the presumption that their disability is due to their service. I
say such soldiers are entitled to pensions as much as they were when
in the service to their pay. But that is a very different proposition
from putting everybody on the pension-list at the same rate, whether
he performed service or not and whether in any way disabled or not.

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to leave the arena of bitter partisan poli-
tics for a moment to assume the safer ground of history and truth. I
was unwilling that the sun should go down without making the state-
ment I desire now to submit.

I became chairman of the Committee on Appropriations for the Forty-
fourth Congress. Iacted in that position during the first session of that
Congress. I was Spealier for five years, and then again became a mem-
ber of the Appropriations Committee for a Congress, and again chairman
of that committee for the last Congress, and Iam now chairman; and I
desire to say this is the first time that I have known of partisan politics
and sectionalism being introdunced in connection with the debate upon
thisbill. [Applanse.] Iwould perhaps have remained silent notwith-
standing, except that, whether intended or not, there might go abroad
to the country the impression that the Demoeratie party, and more par-
ticularly the Southern element—who I eall by name the confederates
of our party—have in any way shown any hostility whatever to any of

the bills for the payments of pensions during the whole of that period.
And when the effort was made, whether intended or not, to make a
record against these gentlemen because they exercised their own choice
in voting as to the amount that should go to the widows—when the ef-
fort was made to send that to the country as evidence of hostility to the
payment of pensions, I could not sit here and submit to such an impu-
tation on those gentlemen without contradiction. On the contrary, my
experience has shown me that they have displayed a wonderfully gener-
ous disposition and full-heartedness in every particular whenever pen-
sions to Union soldiers or the widows of Union soldiers were involved.
I now and here place my experience against the impression that might
be made, whether intended or not, by the speech of the gentleman from
Towa [Mr. HENDERSON] that there is on that side any hostility from
any quarter of this country represented on this side to the payment of
what is justly due to those who were disabled and to the dependents
on those who fell in the war for the Union. [Applause. ]

Mr. MORRISON. In all the years of the war, and the nearly ten
years following immediately after it, our friends on the other side of
the House politically had control of the Government in all its branches.
They are skilled alike in statecraft, in manifestation of mindful care
for the soldier of the late war, and in display of patriotism. In all
these years certainly they would not fail to busy themselves in making
the most ample provision for the soldiers by providing them with suita-
ble and ample pensions and allowances of every kind. Since then, in
the dozen or more years I have had the honor of serving here, no
Southern man ever failed to vote, at least I do not remember the name
of a Southern man who ever failed to vote for the last dollar that in the
long years of watchful care and much law-making the Republican
party had provided by law should be paid to the soldier. [Applause. ]
If any gentleman knows of a Southern man who has ever failed to vote
the last dollar recommended by the Republican Commissioner of Pen-
sions to keep faith with the soldier and to pay him all our Republican
friends had declared to be his due and provided by law should be paid,
I would like to know the name of that Sonthern man. What is his
name?

Mr. HAMMOND. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him aques-
tion for information?

Mr. MORRISON. Yes, sir; I have said all I care to say.

Mr. HAMMOND. My question is, Whofixed therateof the widows’
pension at $8 a month? What party fixed it?

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If my colleague will allow me, I will say that
the Republican party during the war, and when they had power in both
Houses of Congress, fixed the rate of pension for the Union soldiers.

Mr. HAMMOND. My question is, Who fixed these widows’ pen-
sions which it is now sought to have raised ?

Mr. MORRISON. I danot know that I can answer that question
positively. I do not now recollect whether this rate of $3 was fixed
before or since the late war. Whenever fixed, it so remained. Itis
not yet above $8.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a single word now,
more in reply to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]
than anything else, and then I shall reserve the balance of my time
until to-morrow. The gentleman from Pennsylvanin stated that in his
long experience as chairmanof the Committee on Appropriations and as
Speaker of this House he never before had witnessed apolitical discus-
sion upon an appropriation bill.

Mr. HOLMAN. No; upon a pension hill.

Mr. RANDALL. I said upon the annual pensionappropriation bill.

Mr., CANNON. Then, Mr. Chairman, if thatis what the gentleman
said, I will say in reply that, as I understand the facts, the speech of
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON ] was provoked by the mis-
information obtained by the chairman of the Committee on Appropria-
tions from the Commissioner of Pensions and sent out by him or some
one else to the eountry.

Mr. RANDALL. I was not dealing in little matters, as to who was
hurt or who was not hurt. I spoke of history.

Mr. CANNON. Isay the speech of the gentleman from Iowa was
provoked by the information obtained by the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations from the Commissioner of Pensions and sent
broadcast over the country, stating the cost of the arrears act as pro-
posed would be $80,000,000 more than it would be in faet even from
his own premises, for the p of shaping the policy not only of
that committee, but of the Committee on Pensions, touching the pro-
posed legislation, and I think unfairly alarming the country upon the
question of cost of the repeal of the limitation of the arrears-of-pension
iy .

Mr, RANDALL. I will reply to that.

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to indorse what the
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] has said, and to state that
his utterances in exposing that misstatement, which most of the people
of the country probably believe to be true, 'was apt and timely; but
although the misstatement is exposed the truth will not overtake it, as
truth in such a case never docs overmke eIToT.

Mr. RANDALL. I will auswer the gentleman in that particular.
No man in this House was more surprised at the fizaures developed than
I was. But, as chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, I felt,
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of my own motion, that it was my duty to inquire what would be the
cost of this legislation, because I remembered that on a former occa-
sion §75,000,000 was stated as likely to be the cost of the arrears hill,
and I knew that up to the present time it had cost $176,000,000. My
inquiry, therefore, was made as a mere matter of precaution, but I of
c:lur;:;tand by what I did. I did my duty regardless of the facts de-
veloped.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will my friend from Illinois [Mr, CANXNoON]
allow me to make a statement here in defense of the Commissioner of
Pensions ?

Mr. CANNON. I would prefer just now to answer the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL:'] and yield to my coll e from
Illinois afterward. The gentleman from Pennsylvania saw his duty
clear, as chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, to travel out-
side of the legitimate jurisdiction conferred upon that committee by
the rules and the order of the House, to get a statement from the Com-
missioner of Pensions which was not correct, and which has gone broad-
cast over the country. .

Mr. RANDALL. I am not responsible for its incorrectness.

Mr. CANNON. I understandthat. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr.
HEeNDERSON], on the other hand, saw his duty clear in the considera-
tion of this bill in the greater committee, the Committee of the Whole
House, having jurisdiction of this and all other matters of a kindred
nature, to correct that mistake before the House and the country. So
I think the gentleman from Iowa was strictly within the line of duty.
One word further. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. RANDALL]
said that this was the first time that he had witnessed a political dis-
cussion upon a pension appropriation bill.

Mr. RANDALL. 8o far as I could remember.

Mr. CANNON. Now there is a rule in pleading that a demurrer is
carried back to the first faulty pleading, and the gentleman’s objection, if
legitimate objection it be, would probably travel back through the gen-
tleman from :][owa [Mr. HENDERSON ] and lodge upon the devoted head
of my colleague from Illinois [Mr. TowNsSHEND], who stood in his
place here for several minutes glorifying the present Commissioner of
Pensions, and adroitly, as his speech will show, seeking to sing the
praises of his side of the House and to excuse their shortcomings.

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]
allow me to say that I am not engaged in singing the praises of any
party or of any section in connection with this subject. I rose simply
to do justice and state truth. As to the information I sought, it was
my duty to inquire about these matters. For what I did I make no
apology at all, and the gentleman does not understand the sabject prop-
erly if he does not know that even though the Committee on Invalid
Pensions should recommend this legislation and pass it through the
House, yet it would still remain for the Committee on Appropriations
to recommend to the House the appropriations necessary to execute the
law.

The bill to increase the pensions of widows has not become alaw, but
if it should, then the Committee on Appropriations will haveto recom-
mend to this House the appropriation of a sufficient sum to carry that
law into effect, which will be about $6,166,000. So that the gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] is quite wrong in supposing that I
was in the least degree outside of the strict line of duty.

Mr, CANNON. The gentleman is chairman of the Committee on
Appropriations, but, under the revised rules, that committee has power
to do one thing only, namely: to report the appropriationsin pursuance
of existing law; it has no power toreport legislation touching pensions
or anything else. And, while I do notseek to criticise him further than
to defend the gentleman from Iowa, if he needs any defense, I do say,
as the gentleman from Iowa said, that this action, if apt at all, wounld
have come with greater propriety from my colleagne from Illinois, the
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means [Mr. MORRISON],
which committee reports and recommends legislation to levy taxesand
raise revenues to pay pensions and carry on the Government.

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman has never heard me utter a com-
plaint or a grumble about the duties of the Committee on Appropria-
tions, whether in their present condition or formerly.

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. i , I wish to say a word in reply
to my colleague from Illinois, the chairman of the Committee of Ways
and Means EML MorgrisoN]. Anable and adroit man is my colleague.
[Laughter.] No man on either side of the House admires him for his
ability and qualities more than I do. In order to avoid the
force of the point made by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDER-
80N ], in speaking of the vote that was had at this session of Congress
(the record of which was read at the Clerk’s desk on the passage of the
widows' ion hill, showing the solid vote of Sounthern Democrats
against it), my friend from Illinois failed to make any answer to that,
but sought to avoid its effect by saying that in all his experience his
Democratic friends had voted every time to make appropriations to pay
pensions in pursuance of existing law.

That is doubtless true, for I understand that everybody on both sides
has done that. But that did not meet the charge made by the gen-
tleman from Towa [Mr. HENDERSON]. His statement was from the
record that on the bill to pass the act increasing the widows’ pension
and that of dependent parents from eight to twelve dollars a month

the vote against it came solidly from the Southern Democrats, exceph
the gentlemen from New York [Mr. HEWITT] and Wisconsin [Mr.,
BrAGG], which showed sectionalism in the gentleman’s party friends'
from the South.

I might go further in the proof of that sectionalism and demonstrate
that during the first and second sessions of the last Congress, with a'
Democratic majority of 70 to 80 in the House, almost the identical see-
tional force npon that side stood day after day and night after night
availing themselves of the rules of the House, filibustering against the
consideration of provisions which had been by a Repunblican/
Senate to put every soldier who had been honorably discharged after
three months’ service and is now disabled and dependent npon his Latmr1
for support upon the pension-roll without further proof. True, my col-
league [Mr. TowxsHEND] stood during those days and nights, as we
all remember so well, lifting up his voice and crying aloud for the pas-
sage of that bill.

Mr. REED, of Maine.
wilderness.”’

Mr. CANNON. DMr, Chairman, when that side of the House, with
its 70 or 80 majority, was reminded in the last Congress that the House
made the rules and could unmake them, that they had the power, with'
the aidof our side of the House, to so amend the rules asto cut off dil-
atory motions and pass that bill as it ecame from the Senate, my colleague
from Illinois and Northern Democrats were silent.

I stand ready now so far as this question of pensions is concerned to
welcome my colleagne [Mr. TOWNSHEND] into the Republican party,’
provided he will come over and stay with us until the battle is fought
through, and provided further, that after this desirable pension legis-'
lation fails—for it is liable to fail in this Congress as it did in the last
and throngh the same means—he will not go home and get upon the
stump and say *‘great is Democracy !’’ and quote his own sayings here
in favor of this legislation to cover up and excuse the shortcomings of
his party friends. !

Mr. Chairman, it will not be the fanlt of the Republican side of the
House if these measures fail to pass. |

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope my colleague will now yield to me for,
a few words in reply. |

Mr. CANNON. I havepromised to yield to the gentleman from New
York [ Mr. Hiscock].

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, a great deal has been said about the
entire willingness of our friends on the other side always to make ample
appropriations in pursnance of law in those Congresses presided over by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania and controlled by Democratic com-
mittees. I desire to call attention to a bill which we were compelled
tqdpaas at the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress—a bill pro-
viding:

o bie gl s Siceng e eprop ity e A ponton o,
of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.

The previous Congress had adjourned without making ample ap-
propriations for the pensioners; and one of the first duties that we were
called upon to discharge when the Forty-seventh Congress met was to
supply the deficiency that had been created by a lack of appropriation
on the part of the preceding Congress. I remember further, that it was
in pursuance of a grand political scheme——

Mr. MORRISON. Will the gentleman allow me—

Mr. HISCOCK. A great political scheme by which we were coms
pelled to provide for thirty or forty millions of deficiencies in the Post-
Office Department and in other Departments, §16,000,000 being for pen-
sions. These deficiencies were added to the sum total of appropria-
tions which we were compelled to make in order to raise the charge
that the Republican party was extravagant.

Mr. RANDALL. All that the gentleman says can not'move me from
my position that the $16,000,000 appropriation to which he refers re-
lated to a deficiency resulting from miscalcnlation as to the amonnt to
be paid under the arrears bill.

Mr. HISCOCK. That has always been the trouble, Mr. Chairman,
‘* miscalenlation.”’

Mr. RANDALL. No, sir; if I recollect aright, and I think I do, we
appropriated at that time, as on other ocecasions, both for the current
pension-roll and for the arrears, the entire sum that was asked by the
officers of the Government belonging to the Republican party.

Mr. HISCOCK. I the gentleman’s pardon. The matter was
discussed; and it was said, ‘' If we do not appropriate enough, a Re-
publican Congress will be in session before there will be any necessity
to expend the money, and they can appropriate it.”” Instead of the
sum being charged to the Democratic party, it was charged to us. We
were compelled to make the appropriation or there would have been
no money in the Treasury to answer the drafts made on behalf of the
pensioners. Sixteen millions of dollars! There could be no mistake
of arithmetic in reference to so large a sumasthat—nearly one-quarter
of the whole bill. So far as that item is concerned, it is reported by
the committee on this bill; yet a Democratic committee reported a bill—
we could protest againstit, of course—reported a bill embracing an ag-
gregate appropriation which any arithmetical ealeulation would have
demonstrated was insuflicient for the needs of the service.

But it was *‘ the voice of one crying in the
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Mr. RANDALL. Admitting what the gentleman says to be trne—
it is not true, but admitting it for the sake of argnment—his state-
ments do not detract from the disposition on this side of the House at
all times to give the entire sums shown to be necessary for the pen-
sioners.

Mr. HISCOCK. I will not undertake to say that gentlemen on the
other side expected to cheat the pensioner out of his pension; but they
were willing to use the appropriations for that service, as for every
other, for political purposes. Their position was, ‘‘We will create a
deficiency in the pension appropriation, and in the Post-Office Depart-
ment, and all along the line, so that when the Republican party shall
come into power they shall find that insufficient appropriations have
been made for the service of the Government; that the Government
will be starved unless they will provide for these deficiencies.”” The
sum-total of all those deficiencies, amounting to between thirty and
forty million dollars, we were compelled to appropriate for; and the
cry upon the stump during the ensning canvass was ‘‘ Republican ex-
travagance!” And this cry was based upon the large appropriations
we were compelled in this way to make for these different hranches of
the service.

Mr. CANNON. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from
Maine [Mr. REED].

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Chairman, I had not ex ed to say a
word in this debate until the discussion shifted round to something
which very decidedly interests me and has interested me during all my
experience in this House. I venture the assertion that in this House
the appropriations for the Government have too often been brought
here not with reference to the needs of the country, but with reference
to political speeches to be made after the adjournment of Congress.

My friend thegentleman from New York [ Mr. Hiscock ] has touched
only on one phase, I think—that is, the making of appropriation bills
not to meet the needs of the ecmntry, but known to be, and mathemat-
ically demonstrable to be, inadequate to the necessary expenditures of
the Government, and all for the purpose of concealing by a deficiency
bill the actual expenditures of the conntry under a Democratic appro-
priation committee; and the last Congress witnessed the culmination
of this abuse. At the last Congress appropriations were deliberately
carried through this House which were not sufficient for the purposes
of this Government, and which were shown on this floor not to be suf-
ficient under existing laws, because they knew on the other side that
the Republican Senate would have to make the necessary additions to
carry out and execute the laws of the country. Thereupon immedi-
ately the large Democratic newspapers made contrast between Dem-
ocratic economy and Republican extravagance, and the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [ Mr. RANDALL] made his annual procession across the
country with his budget of figures, explaining how economical he had
been and consequently what 2 saving he was to the country. [Laugh-
ter and applause on the Republican side.]

Now, Mr. Chairman, we witnessed that thing in the House in one
particular instance, when the House entirely overthrew the Post-Office
appropriation bill as presented by the committee, then under the able
leadership of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowxsHEND]. The
House made the appropriations which were needed, but the gentleman
from Pennsylvania came back, like a ﬁlstmgumhed military chieftain
during the war from some Winchester or other, and carried the whole
JDemocratic side of the House against appmpriations which were made
in accordance with law, and against the very appropriations which the
gentleman from Pennsylvania and the Democratic side of the House
had to vote for in the final results of the bill. But they did it with a
complaint, a dismal groan heard all over the country that they were
forced to do it by the wicked and expensive Republican Senate, when
they did it in accordance with law, when they did it becanse they had
to, when they did it because they kmew they would do it from the
very time when the bill came before the Hounse. [Applause.]

1 do hope, Mr. Chairman, when the gentleman from Pennsylvania
makes his next pilgrimage and combines economy with the science
and practice of protection [laughter] that some knowledge of the exact
condition of things may penetrate the country, so that budget of tabu-
lar statements may fall where it belongs—to the ground. [Applause
on the Republican side.]

Mr. RANDALL. A word in reply.

Mr. CANNON. Let me know how much.

Mr. RANDALL. I will give you a portion of my time.

Mr. CANNON. How much time have I remaining?

The CHAIRMAN. Twenty-eight minutes.

Mr. CANNON. I will yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. RANDALL. I can afford to be good-natured.

Mr. CANNON. How much time does the gentleman want?

Mr. RANDALL. Only one moment or two will be n to
answer what has been said. I wish to state that I have here the offi-
cial Book of Estimates for the year to which the gentleman from New
York [Mr. Hiscock ] has alluded. I find there that the Republican de-
partmental estimates for the year 1882 were $50,000,000, and that there
was appmpnated for that year $50,000,000, justas I stated The defi-
ciency of §16,000,000 was aubsequen y appropriated.

Mr. HISCOCK, Will the gentleman yield to me?

Mr. RANDALL. You have made your statement, and I will not
take long to answer it. [Laughter.]

So far as the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] is concerned Ionly
want to say this, That the appropriations last year were made, as they
always have been made, under therule of the party to which I belong,

as close as possible to the requirements of the Government. Iremem-
ber very well on a former occasion, years ago when there was an enor-
mous reduction, that a Republican Secretary of the Treasuryinformed
us, notwithstanding that heavy reduction, we might have gone $11,-
000,000 deeper. Last year the appropriations were very carefully es-
timated and appropriated for, and I find the deficiencies now presented
are only about $3,000,000. [Applause on Democratic side. ]

Mr. REED, of Maine. Under the action of the Republican Senate—
that answers the gentleman. [Applause on the Republican side. ]

Mr. RANDALL. Notin the least. The Senate is not the sole body
in eontrol of this Government. This House is a co-ordinate branch of
the Government.

Mr. McKINLEY. Only one?

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to hear what the gentleman has to
suggest as to another beside the Senate.

Mr. McKINLEY. I wish to ask the gentleman whether they donot
have two co-ordinate branches. I understood him to say they had only
one.

Mr. RANDALL. I said this House was a co-ordinate branch. We
have the Senate, the Executive, and the House. I know of no other.

Mr. MORRISON. And a useless judge or two. EJhBter ]

Mr. McCKINLEY. I understood the gentleman tosay party had
one branch of the Federal Government.

Mr. RANDALL. I have repeated what I said.

Mr. REED, of Maine. I protest against this interruption, as the
gentleman from Pennsylvania, I thought, was about to answer me.

Mr. RANDALL. Ionlywanted toanswer the statement of the gen-
tleman from Maine by giving the House the true statement of the case.
I do not mean of course to say that the gentleman stated anything
untrue.

Mr. REED, of Maine. Of course youn did not.

Mr. HISCOCK. A single word, Mr. Chairman, in response to the
suggestion of the gentleman from Pennsylva.nm, that we appropriated
the full amount that came to us in the annual estimates of the Depart-
ments for the last year. Now, I am clear, and associates of mine who
are now and were upon the committee then will bear me out in the
assertion, that subsequent investigation proved that that amount would
be insufficient.

The subcommittee delegated to investigate the question came to the
conclusion that it was insufficient, but the result was that these $16,-
000,000 were not appropriated. There were scant a; riations in the
Post-Officeservice and scant appropriations all along{the line, and solely
for the purpose that the Democracy might in the fall go to the country
upon the economical appropriations, and that the next year, when we
were compelled to go to the country, they might pomt to the %
of our appropriations and institnte a com ves
and the appropriations made by a previous ngm We felt. the full
force of that argument, and thirty-two millions, I think, in the aggre-
gate—I have already had occasion heretofore in this House to point to
the items—but thirty-two millions in the te we were compelled
to provide for which should have been provided for by the last Demo-
cratic House of Representatives.

Mr. CANNON. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman from
Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE].

Ir, TOWNSHEND. I hope the gentleman from Maine will wait
until to-morrow, so that I can now move that the committee rise.

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no; let us pass the bill to-night.

Mr. BOUTELLE. I shall occupy but a little time. .

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine is recognized.

Mr. BOUTELLE. DMr. Chairman, I want to direct the attention of
the committee to one point which has been raised in this debate, and
that is with reference to the suggestion that heretofore there has never
been anything known like partisan discussion or partisan lines being
drawn upon a pension appropriation bill.

Ifind in a political manual of a single year, which has been handed
me, two or three illustrations of the fallacy of that statement. For
mstance, in 1879, on the 1st day of March, in the other branch of Con-

pending the consideration of a bill mahng appropriation to carry
out ti:e provisions of the arrears act of January 25, 1879, an amend-
ment was offered making the law ting pensions to goldiers and
widows of the war of 1812, applicable to soldiers and sailors of the
war with Mexico, to which the following amendment was moved : 1

Provided further, That no person who served in the confederate armfadu:r!ng
the late war of the rebellion, or held any office, civil or militm.'y in the late con-
federacy, shall be entitled to receive a pension ‘under this act.

On the vote upon the adoption of that provision there was a solid Re-
publican vote of 24 and a negative vote of 26 solidly Democratie, wit.h
the exception of one Senator from Floridaand one from South

On the same day the following amendment was offered to
P Mx SOWDEN May I ask the gentleman a question?

0 Fame
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Mr. BOUTELLE. I can not yield. I have but three minutes.

Pending the consideration of a provision making the law pensioning
the soldiers and widows of soldiers of the war of 1812 applicable to the
soldiers and sailors of the war with Mexico an additional amendment
was offered, as follows:

Provided further, That no pension shall everbe paid under this act to Jefferson
Davis, lnte president of the so-called confederacy.

Upon that amendment the division, as might naturally be supposed,
was strictly npon party lines, the vote being 23 Republicans in favor
of the amendment and 21 Democrats and 1 Republican from South
Carolina agninst it.

Again, on the 19th day of June, 1878, when the arrears-of-pension
bill was under consideration in the House, I find that the vote recorded
stood 164 in the affirmative and 61 solid compact Democratic votes in
the negative. I am unable to state on which side of that question the
sympathies of the gentleman from Pennsylvania were enlisted, as he is
not recorded.

Mr. RANDALL. Let me answer that by saying that it only confirms
the truth of my statement. The provision in qnestlon and the debate
upon it had no reference whatever to an annual pension appropriation
bill. It was the Mexican pension bill and the amendments to if, and
not an annnal bill.

Mr. BOUTELLE. I beg pardon; the previous votes in the Senate
were upon amendments to an appropriation bill which had been regu-
larly reported from the House Committee on Appropriations and passed
by the House.

Mr. RANDALL. And I submit that the House has nothing what-
ever to do with the Senate.

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Letme ask the gentleman from Maine
if he wants the House to adopt all the bad precedents of the Senate?

Mr. BOUTELLE. And in response to the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania I will say that I was talking of the general purposes of the bills
in guestion to show how the parties in Congress stood upon them.

Mr. CANNON. Mr., Chairman—

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the committee do now rise.

Mr. CANNON. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from In-

Mr. BROWNE.

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I donot care to continue the discussion
in the line in which it seems to be p ing now. I regret asmuch
as any gentleman that this discussion has taken the course it has taken;
but I am not willing that this afternoon session should close without
saying one word upon the subject that was brought so prominently to
the attention of the House and the country by the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. WARNER].

The late Commissioner of Pensions is my constitnent and my per-
sonal and political friend. 'When the charge that has been preferred
against him by the present Commissioner of Pensions appeared in his
report General Dudley demanded a full, free, and true examination of
these charges, and that question is now, if I am eorrectly informed,

pending before a committee of the Senate.

I want to say here if the gentleman from Ohio can name any one rep-
utable man living now who wus commissioned by General Dudley to
interject politics into the consideration of a pension claim, or to use it
for the purpose of influencing any vote, I will right in this presence
here denounce him as unworthy of the confidence of any people orany

party.
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I made no such charge.
[Here the hammer fell. ]
Mr. CANNON. ' I yield three minutes more to the gentleman from

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The gentléman from Ohio intended this
country should understand that the ex-Commissioner of Pensions let
loose an army corps of his agents in his district and other districts in
Ohio and thé Northwest for the purpose of influencing the vote of pen-
sion claimants by representing o them or telling them that unless they
voted in a particular way their pensions would not be granted.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I know of instances where it was done.

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I ask the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr.
ToWNSHEND] to appear before the Senate committee and give the
names of such persons to be examined nnder oath, and I will undertake
to say they are either disreputable scoundrelsif theyso testify or that
they have committed willful and corrupt perjury.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No, sir; some of them are as honorable men
as you are, and as good soldiers as you were.

The CHATRMAN rapped to order, and requested Mr. BROWXE, of In-
diana, to suspend his remarks until the House should come to order.

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. No man on this floor representing any
constitnency has a higher personal or moral character than General
Dudley. And I want to say more than that: He, unlike some of his
traducers, went from the beginning of the war under the shadow of
that flag and testified his devotion to his country by leaving his good
right leg on the battlefield at Gettysburg. Do not assail him by in-
nuendo. Do not come in the presence of this House and retail slan-
ders that are unsupported by a single statement of fact. Do not tell

here that he is charged as having done without being frank
enough to tell who are the witnesses by whom you propose to establish

it. When a tribunal has been erected before which he has submitted
his case for trial, I ask these his defamers to go there and present his
case. I warrant it he will be vindicated by that tribunal as he is al-
ready vindicated by the country whose interest he has served. Before
those who know him he needs no vindication.

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 'What was Colonel Dudley doing in Ohio
in 1884? For what did he leave the Pension Office?

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Before he went to Ohio he notified the
administration of his resignation as Commissioner of Pensions and pro-

then to go ont.

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But he assumed to be Commissioner all the
time and drew his pay as Commissioner.

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Itis thernle of the Department to grant
to every employg who resigns one month’s pay after his resignation
and they induced him to accept it——

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Who did? The Republican party, not
the country.

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. With the knowledge that when he en-
tered the Ohio campaign he never intended to return to his position,
and doring that time he had no official connection with the adminis-
tration. If he wentintothe gentleman’s district for the purpose of de-
feating him for Congress he could not have done the country a better
Bervice,

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The gentleman has admitted the whole of
my charge. He was there for just that purpose, but he did not suc-
ceed and the country did not approve of his being there and it did not
make him governor.

[Here the hammer fell. ]

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to a question of order,
much confusion in the Hall.

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask my colleagne | Mr. CANNoN] to yield to
me for a motion that the committee do now rise.

Mr. CANNON. I yield for that purpose.

Mr. TOWNSHEND, I move that the committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed
the chair, Mr. CRI=P reported that the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill (H.
R. 5201) making appropriation for the payment of invalid and other
pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1857,
and for other purposes, had come to no resolution thereon.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCooK,its Secretary, announced
that the Senate had passed bills and a joint resolution of the following
titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested:

A bill (8. 877) for the relief of Robert H. Anderson, of the State of
Georgia;

A bill (8. 1100) to amend the ninth section of an act entitled “An

act making appropriations for the current and eontingent expenses of

the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with vari-

ous Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1836, and for other pur-
,’! approved March 3, 1885;

A bill (8. 1476) to amend the actof Congress approved June 12, 1884,
entitled ““An act to anthorize the construction of bridges across the
\Vi.uxmsm'd. Chippewa, and Baint Croix Rivers, in the State of Wiscon-
sin; "’ an

Joint resolution (8. R. 35) setting apart publie reservations for statues
to Columbns, Lafayette, and James A. Garfield.

The message also requested that the House of Representatives return
to the Senate the joint resolution (H. Res. 71) authorizing the Super-
intendent of Public Bunildings and Grounds in the District of Columbia
to supply plants and shrubs to fill certain vases in the Pension build-
ing.

gThe message farther announced that the Senate had passed the fol-
lowing resolution:

Wh the | h made of the bath-house and hot-water privi-
legesa upon the reservation of Government lands at Hot Springs, Ark., have ex-
pired by limitation of law; and

‘Whereas the Attorney-General of the Unibetl States has given an opinion that
!uCh]I:‘Ts? may be renewed by the Secretary of the Interior without additional
) e it rgmjwd by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives con-
ew-rmg] That in the opinion of Congress such leases of bath-house and hot-water
g. rivileges should no$ be renewed by the Seecretary of the Interior unless the

h|:n-t.y"x|'11rjth Congress shall adjourn without having legislated with reference
there

There is too

S

ENROLLED EILL SIGNED.

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the fol-
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the sam

A bill (H. R. 3829) for the relief of Franc-E Stewart, administra-
trix of Michael 8. Stewart, deceased.

RETUEN OF A JOINT RESOLUTION.

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a message from
the Senate, which will be read.
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The Clerk read as follows:
IN THE SENATE oF THE UNITED StATES, February 25, 1886,

Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Representa-~
tives to return to the Senate the joint resolution [‘H Res. T1) authorizing the Su-
perintendent of Publie Buildings and Grounds in the District of Columbia to
supply plants and shrubs to fill certain vases in the Pension building.

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the joint resclution will
be returned to the Senate.

There was no objection.

VACANCY ON EDUCATIONAL COMMITTEE.

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints to fill a vacancy on the Com-
mittee on Education Mr. WILKINS, in place of Mr. CURTIN, declined.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 5 min-
utes p. m.) the House adjourned.

PETITIONS, ETC.

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, un-
der the rule, and referred as follows:

By Mr. ATKINSON: Petition from 30 clergymen, 11 physicians, 21
lawyers, 43 teachers, 96 business men, and 34 officers of vemperance
and other societies of Huntingdon and Franklin Counties, Pennsylva-
nia, asking for scientific temperance instruction inall schools under eon-
trol of the Federal Government—to the Committee on Education.

By Mr. BALLENTINE: Petition of Alfred A. Young, for heirs and
executrix of William and Joseph Young, deceased, of Giles County; of
Fannie Young, of Giles County, and of William Smith, of Lawrence
County, Tennessee, asking that their war claims be referred to the Court
of Claims—to the Committes on War Claims.

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Papers relating to the claim of Catharine
Jones, wife of Carroll Jones, of Natchitoches Parish, Louisiana—to the
same committee. p

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of James Duncan, of Miller County, Mis-
souri, for relief—to the same committee.

By Mr. BRADY: Petitionof W. Pulley, of E. A. Harper, and of W.
E. Bailey, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the
same committee.

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Papers relating to the claim of Martha A.
Gibbs and of Emily R. Martin, of Warren County, Mississippi—to the
same committee.

By Mr. CLEMENTS: PetitionofSarah Chapman, of Walker County,
Georgia, asking that her war claim be referred to the Court of Claims—
to the same committee.

By Mr. CRAIN: Petition of citizens of Wharton County, Texas, in
favor of the improvement of the bar at Galveston, Tex.—to the Com-
mittee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of District Assembly No. 83, Knights
of Labor, Manistes, Mich., in favor of a Territorial organization of the
Indian Territory—to the Committee on the Territories.

By Mr. R. H. M. DAVIDSON: Memorial from the Board of Trade
of Key West, Fla., relative to the proposed increase of duty on leaf-
tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of F. M. Drew and 125 others, soldiers
and officers of the late war, for the amendment of the pension law so as
to allow arrears fo all invalid soldiers from date of discharge—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, memorial of marine insurance companies, of Boston, for the

of the bill allowing the licensing of masters and mates of Amer-
ican sailing vessels fo pilot their own vessels, and exempting American
vessels in tow of a steamer in charge of a United States pilot from the
obligation to paya State pilot not needed nor used—to the Select Com-
mittee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests.

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of Frank Battles and others, for
the passage of an act to incorporate the American College for the Blind—
to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. FELTON: Petition signed by all of the county and city offi-
cers of Santa Clara County, California. in favor of the abrogation of the
Burlingame treaty—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. FINDLAY: Memorials praying for the restoration of the
cooperage interests—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Bm. FORNEY: Petition of Henry C. Howell, executor and one of
the of George W. Howell, deceased; of James M. Green, of Cher-
okee County; and of John W. Wesson, of De Kalb County, Alabama,
asking that their war claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the
Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of J. H. Cornish and 135 citizens of
Mitchell County, Iowa, asking the passage of a law requiring all imi-
tations of butter and cheese be labeled with a United States stamp—
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. GALLINGER: Petition of F. F. Lane and 46 others, citi-
zens of Keene, N. H., for an appropriation for erection of public build-
ing in said city—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. GROUT: Memorial of M. L. Comings, in behalf of pension
for James Carlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

in the case of Lieut. W. A. Phillips, Company F, Second
Regiment Vermont Volunteers, for relief—to the same eommittee.

By Mr. HAMMOND: Petition of the grand jury of Spalding supe-
rior court, and of citizens, in favor of appropriations to aid education—
to the Committee on Education.

Also, memorial of the Knights of Labor of Atlanta, Ga., in favor of
liberal appropriation for internal improvements—to the Committee on
Railways and Canals.

By Mr. HATCH: Petition of W. H. Butler and another, against Chi-
nese immigration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

ByMr. D. B. HENDERSON: Paper from John Mullan relating to the
House of the Good Shepherd—to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of James 5. Walker and others; and of
Raymond Lorang and others, citizens of Page County, Iowa, praying
for the forfeiture of the unearned lands of the original grant to the Sionx
City and Saint Panl Railroad—to the Committee on Public Lands.

Also, petition of H. G. Aukeny and 50 others, of Adams County, and
of E. F. Bullivan and 100 others, of Union County, Iowa, protesting
against the passage of a general bankrupt law—to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr, HEWITT: A volume of petitions from bank officers and
others, of New York savings-banks, for the of the law directing
the coinage of the 412}-grain silver dollars—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Also, petition of carriage-builders and others, in favor of areduction
in the duty on imported varnish—to the same committee.

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of Mrs. C. J. Williams and others, and of
H. P. Redd and others, for an amendment to the Constitution which
shall declare that the right to vote shall not be denied or abridged by
the United States or any State on account of sex—to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

Also, petition of J. G. Brill & Co. and 30 others, manufacturers, of
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the speedy enactment of all legislation
necessary to put in force the reciprocity treaty with Mexico—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. KLEINER: Petition of ex-Union soldiers and citizens of Pike
County, Indiana, praying for a uniform pension—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By. Mr. MORGAN : Petition of heirs of Mrs. Alice Hardaway, of
Benton County, Mississippi, asking that their war claim be referred to
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. NEAL: Papers to be considered with House bill 5769, grant-
ing a pension to Sarah F. Harvey; and also with H. R. 5772, granting
a pension to William T. Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

Also, papers to be considered with H. R. 5770, for the relief of Wal-
lace N. and Ellen J. Hoge—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. NELSON: Petition and resolution of the Knights of Labor of
Duluth, Minn.—to the Committee on Labor.

By Mr. OWEN: Petition of Noah Rosenberger and others, for pay-
ment of value of property destroyed—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, petition of W. H. Shaw and others, for pension legislation re-
commended by the Grand Army of the Republic pension committee—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

petition of George W. Waters and others, and of Albert M.
Boyle and others, for a service pension to all Union soldiers—to the same
committee.

By Mr. PLUMB: Petition of George Woelfel, Levi Price, L. B. Ray,
and 19 others, of Morris, Ill., asking protection of law to cattle branded
on Western ranches—to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of J. F. Kincade and others; of Jesse
E. Thompson and others; of Fernando Nolan and others; of Joseph
Grant and others; of W. O. Hawk and others; of Thomas P. Gable and
others; of George H. Jones and others; of C. H. MeHenry and others;
and of Rafael Romero and others, to change the time of the meeting of
the Legislature of New Mexico, and to authorize the governor to reap-
portion the Territory—to the Committee on the Territories.

Also, appeal of St. Ann’'s Infant Asylum, for an increase of appropri-
ation—to the Committee on Ap; iations.

By Mr. REAGAN: Petition of citizens of SBan Augustine County,
Texas, for deep water at entrance to Galveston Harbor—to the Com-
mittee on Rivers and Harbors.

Also, petition of 16 citizens of Leon County, Texas, and of citizens
of Houston County, praying for an appropriation to secure deep water
at Galveston Harbor—to the same committee.

By Mr. T. B. REED: Petition of York Manufacturing Company and
others, citizens of Saco, Me., for an appropriation to improve Saco River
navigation—to the same committee.

Mr. RYAN: Papers relating to the elaim of Davis & Lewellen—
to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. SCOTT: Petition of citizens of Norfolk, Va., on the silver
question—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures.

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of William 8. Decker and 40 others, citi-
zens of Wood County, Obio, for pension legislation requested by the
Grand Army of the Republic—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SESSIONS: Petition of citizens of Allegany County, New
York, for an amendment of the patent laws so as to prevent frauds on
the farmers—to the Committee on Patents.
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By Mr. SBHAW: Petition of Mary E. Carroll, of Carroll County,
Maryland, praying that war claim of Christian Carroll be referred to
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. SPRIGGS: Petition of Henry A. Dewey, of Oneida County,
New York, praying for the removal of certain disabilities, and proof
thereof—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition from some parties with regard to the
Presidency—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, memorial Knights of Labor of Decatur, I11., relating to.the
Hennepin Canal—to the Committee on Railways and Canals.

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of citizens of New York relative
to the duty on marble—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. STRUBLE: Petition of E. C. Herrick and 14 others, citi-
zens of Cherokee County, Towa, asking that Congress submit to the
States a proposition to so amend the Constitution as to protect the wo-
men of the States and Territoriesin the enjoyment of the right of equal

with men—to the Cemmittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. WILLIAM WARNER: Petition of William H. Rodenald and
others, of Independence, Mo.; of Frederick Eitelgeorge and others, and
A. L. Chapman and others, of Kansas City, Mo., for payment of certain
claims of Missouri militin—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Claborn W. Hunt, administrator of
W. L. Shelton, deceased, of Jackson County, Alabama, for compensa-
tion for property taken and used by the United States Army during the
late war—to the same committec.

The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of sil-
ver upon an equality with gold; that there be issued coin certificates
of one, two, and five dollars, the same being made legal tender; that
one and two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the public
debt be paid as rapidlyas possible by applying for this purpose the idle
surplus now in the Treasury, were presented and severally referred to
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures:

By Mr. BESSIONS: Of farmers of Chautanguna County, New York.

SENATE.
FRIDAY, February 26, 1880.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HuNTLEY, D. D.
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.

HOUSE BILL REFERRED.

The joint resolution (H. Res. 124) to print 31,000 copies of the eulo-
gies on Thomas A, Hendricks, late Vice-President of the United States,
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of Local Assembly
No. 2143, Knights of Labor, Krumroy, Ohio, praying for the passage of
the bill restoring the wages of employés in Government Printing
Office to the former rate; which was referred to the Committee on
Printing.

Mr, CULLOM presented a Eatition of Local Assembly No. 4146,
Knights of Labor, of Lincoln, Ill., praying for the construction of the
Hen%gl; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce.

Mr, presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Terrell,

Tex., praying that an appropriation be made for the improvement of
the harbor at Sabine Pass; which was referred to the Committee on
Commerce.
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, presented a memorial of 486 visitorsat Hot
Springs, Ark., remonstrating against the removal of bath-houses from
the Government reservation at that place; which was referred to the
Committee on Public Lands.

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of J. W. Hedberg and 45
other citizens of Iowa, praying for the passage of an act of absolute for-
feiture of the unearned lands within the limits of the grant to the Sioux
City and Saint Paul Railroad Company; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

He also presented a petition of the Fairfield monthly meeting of
Fri comprising 500 members, located in Ohio; a petition of Winne-
sheik (Iowa) monthly meeting of Friends; a petition of citizens of West
Branch, Towa; a petition of the New Sharon (Iowa) monthly meeting
of Friends; and a petition of the Earlham (Iowa) monthly meeting of
Friends, praying the passage of the bill (8. 355) to promote among
nations, for the creation of a fribunal for international arbitration, and
for other purposes; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign
Relations.

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of citizens of Morris and Wabaun-
see Counties, Kansas, d;;an:]ymg the of the bill to open the Okla-
homa lands In the Indian Territory to settlement; which was referred
to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

He also presented a petition of ex-Union soldiers residing in Kansas,
praying for the passage of what is known as the Weaver bill, proposing
10 pay the Union soldiers of the late war the difference in value between

the depreciated greenback currency in which they received their pay
and gold; which was referred to the Committee on Military Afluirs.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee en the District of Columbia,
to whom was referred the bill (8.1339) to amend the police regulations
of the District of Colnmbia, reported it with an amendment.

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to
whom was referred the bill (8. 1543) fixing the rate of interest upon
arrearages of taxes due July 1, 1884, and on all special improvements
due the District of Columbia, which may be paid within a specified
timg;1 reported adversely thereon; and the bill was indefinitely post-
poned.

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom
were referred the bill (S. 346) to amend an act entitled *‘An act to in-
corporate the National Safe Deposit Company of Washington, in the
District of Columbia,’’ approved January 22, 1867; and the bill (S. 62)
enlarging the powers of the Washington Safe Deposit Company, and for
other purposes, reported adversely thereon; and the bills were post-
poned indefinitely.

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to
whom was referred the bill (8. 1587) in relation to the trustees of the
Reform School of the District of Columbia, reported it without amend-
ment.

Mr. BROWN;, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to
whom was referred the bill (S. 1008) to empower the Board of Foreign
Missions of the Methodist Protestant Church to hold property in the
District of Columbia, reported it with an amendment.

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re-
ferred the bill (8. 805) to anthorize certain foreign-built steamships in
the service of the International Navigation Company to be registered as
vessels of the United States, reported it with amendments,

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (8. 1646) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An
act for the erection of a public building at Chattanooga, Tenn.,’” ap-
proved February 25, 1885; which was read twice by its title, and, with
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Public Build-
ings and Grounds,

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, introduced a bill (8. 1647) for the relief
of Henry II. Wheeler, of Crook County, Oregon; which was read twice
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com-
mittee on Claims,

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (8. 1648) granting an increase of pen-
sion to William Collinsworth; which was read twice by its title, and,
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions,

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its
Clerk, returned to the Senate, in compliance with its request, the joint
resolution (H. Res. 71) anthorizing the Superintendent of Public Build-
ings and Grounds in the District of Columbia to supply plants and shrubs
to fill certain vases in the Pension building.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED.

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed
the enrolled bill (H. R. 3829) for the relief of Frances E. Stewart, ad-
ministratrix of Michael 8. Stewart, deceased; and it was thereupon
signed by the President pro tempore of the Senate.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no further routine morn-
ing business the Calendar is in order under Rule VIII, and the first
case on the Calendar will be reported.

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. In pursuance of the notice given by
me, I ask that the Calendar may be laid aside for the purpose of ena-
bling me to have taken up Senate bill 1483, what is known as the Chi-
nese bill, for the purpose of submitting some remarks upon it.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the Calendar the Senator
from Oregon asks that it be postponed and that the bill indicated by
him be taken from the table for consideration. The Chair hears no ob-
Jection to the request of the Senator from Oregon.

Mr. HALE. Igavenotice yesterday that at the close of the remarks
of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEorgE], who was then entitled
to the floor, I should move that the Senate go into executive session.
The hour was so late when the Senator from Mississippi finished that
I did not think it then advisable to attempt to interfere with the prog-
ress of the bill which was at that time before the Senate, but I wish
to give notice now that at the end of the remarks of the Senator from
Oregon [Mr. MitcHELL] I ghall make & motion that the Senate pro-
ceed to the consideration of executive business,

PROHIBITION OF CHINESE IMMIGRATION.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill called up by the Senator
from Oregon will be read by its title.

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (8. 1483) ab ting all treaties hereto-
fore made and now operative between the United States Government
and the Chinese Empire, in so far as they, or any of them, provide for,
reco nize, or permit the coming of Chinese to the United States, and in
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